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pREFPAC AE 


Shall neither trouble the Reader nor my 
1 © Self with any Apology for the Publiſh- 
ing of the following Diſcourſe, 1t be- 

ing a Vindication of the Church as by Law E- 
/tabliſhed, againſt a PERS ON, who, not- 


withſtanding he has all along quierly enjoy- 
cd the Publick Exerciſe, of his Perſwaſion by 


the Toleration, or rather Connivance- of the 
MOST INDULGENT GOVERNMENT, 
is not contented herewith; but as many 
Times before occaſionally, ſo now lately 


io a Set 'Diſcourſe firſt Preach'd, and after- 
wards Publiſhed, has oppoſed its Conftituti- 
on; his Writings ſhew with how becoming 


Civilicy and Reſpect. 


| ſhall chuſe — in this Preface to give 


a ſhort Account of the following Diſcourſe in 
theſe ſeveral Particulars. 

Firſt, The Method of it is this, Firſt, I 
State the Queſtion in Diſpute between Vs 


and the Diſſenters concerning EpiſcopacyF. 7 Page 2. 
I 


Secondly, I ſhew what J. B's Opinion is con- 
cerning 
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Vi. The PREFACE. 
| Page 5. cerning it . Thirdly, I lay down ſome Ar- 
dect. 2. guments to Prove and Eſtabliſ our Opini- 
es, on; and thele arc of three Sorts f. Fourthly, 
Se deck. g. I particularly Examine the ſcveral Paſlages 
of Scripture alledged 21 B. and ſhew that 
they do not Prove, as J. B. ptetends, againſt 
our Opinion, but are a further Confirmati- 
on of . And here each Argument of J. B's 
I fer down in his own Words, referring to 
the reſpective Pages of his Sermon, and Sub- 
Sect. . pag. join a particular and diſtinct Anſwer to it T. 
5% Jo all which, I add the Reaſons of F. B's 
Non- Conformity (upon a Suppoſition, that 
Apiſcopacy, or Superiority of Biſbops above 
Presbyters, was only an Human Conſtitution) 
+ Se&. 7. and conſider them particularly F. I take this 
Hage 38. to be a very Fair and Honeſt way of Dealing 
With 7. B. I deſire no other from Him, if 


He ſhall think fit to Reply. 
> Secondly, I Sky and Prove, That J. B. in 
” 00 proving has Opinion hath ADDED SOME 


WORDS 70 SCRIPTURE, upon which the 
Strength of his Argument does intirely de- 


Page ;. pend 7. 
33 Ihiraly, J Say and Prove, That J. B. hath 
* ALTERED THE TRANSLATION OF n 
Sf SCRIPTURE in oppoſition to all Interpreters, 

| = _ and to the Senſe of the Phraſe wherever it 


r Page 19. Occurs in Scripture f. | 
: 4+; Fourthly, 


The PREFACE. vii. 
Fuurthiy, 1 ſay and Prove, That J. B. has 
Tranſcribed from Smectymums without the 
leaſt Acknowledgement, in a manner Word 
for Word, two Pages of his Sermon, whuch 
contain an Abſtract of the Travels of Zimo- 
thy and Titus. This Smectymmms is a Book t Page 33. 
Written by a CLUB of Difſexting Miniſters © 
againſt the CHURCH AS BY LAW ESTA- 
BLISHED. and has been generally,Receiycd 
and Approved by the whole Body of Diſſexters. 
Fifthly, I Say and Prove, That J. Bi po- 
ſitively affirms 7itzs was ſent for by St. Paul 
to Nicopolis the next Year after he was: left 
in Crete; and likewiſc affirms, that all-agree, 
he ſtaid but One Year chere, whereas. $ye- 
Aymnws ſays, it was Six Years afterwards F. + thidi 
Sixthly, I Say, that J. B. builds his Opi- 
9108s upon the Fel ngen of Qveral Au- 
thors, and yet never Refers to the Paxticu- 
lar Pages © them. See Examples of this in 
Sermon, pag. 409.47: 419-439,439-441- 
Seventhly, I ſay end Prove, That J. B. in- 
fiſts much upon the Authority of Dr. Whit- 
by, and Quotes him, when he ſeems to Ha- 3 
vour bis Opinion, but quite over-looks him, * 
when he is againſt it f. I age 23. 
Eightbly, I Say, That many. Paſſages im“ 
J. B's Sermons are not agrecable to the 
Temper of the Wiſdom from Above, with which 
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The PREFACE. 
J. B. profeſſes to manage what little Oc- 
curs, that is Controverſial in them, nor to the 
moſt comprehenſive and Catholick Charity, 
which 7. B. deſires in all thoſe, with whom 

he would fix his ſtated External Communi- 
+ Preface -ON, - as he himſelf profeſſes t. 


to Vol. I. For Example theſe Paſſages following. 


* Too many of thoſe apprehend a Biſhop- 
© rick to be, who moſt vchemently Aſpire 
to A Grand and Pompous Sine-Cure, 
a Dominatibn- over all the Churches and 
Miniſters in a large Diſtrict, manag'd by O- 

S thers as his Delegates, but requiring little 
Labbur f a Man's own, and all this 
ſupported by large Revenues, and attend- 

+ Sermon, ed with conſiderable Secular Honours. 
1 Again, Unleſs we ſuppoſe the greateſt part 
of them to have been Scandalous Non-Re- 
ſidents and to have learned the Modern Pra- 
ctice of ſpending the greateſt Part of their 
time out of their on Dioceſs, and at a 


4 + Sermon; ( diſtance from their pretended Charge f. 
5 ae Again, we dare not, put down the neceſſary Co- 


dernment of ſo many true Scriptural Biſhops, 
* to advance the anneceſſary Grandure of onc 
+ Sermon, “ T)yſcripturaloneF ; with a great many others. 


| ; P „ — 2 
. I am ſorry, J. B. gave me Occaſion to 


Charge theſe Particulars upon him;and I hope, 
he can, and will, both Handſomely and CI- 
VILLY acquit Himſelf of them. The 
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The Introduction. 


'Y Deſign is to take into Conſideration the 
M Sermon F. B. hath lately publiſhed, where- 


6 


in he deſcribes and recommends the Office 

of a Scriptural Biſhop, from 1 Tim. Chap. 3. 
ver. I. And ſince from the whole Tenour of this Ser- 
mon it appears, that J. B. is of Opinion, that Biſhops, 
as received in the Eſtabliſhed Church are not Scriptural. 
i. e. that we have no Ground or Foundation in the Scrip- 
ture for any ſuch Order, or Dignity, or Degree, or Office, as 
that of Biſhops, nor can we Prove, there were any ſuch 
Perſons Conſtituted and Appointed by rhe Apoſtles in - 
the Church, as we pretend Biſhops are. I ſhall there- 
fore, in this Diſcourſe, endeavour to make the truth 
of what we affirm concerning Biſhops, to appear from 
the Scripture. 
In this Anſwer to J. B's Sermon, I reſolve to lay a- 
ſide all thoſe Words, the uſe of which hath not only 
rendered the Writings of ſome Men upon this Subject 
Intricate and Perplex d, bur alſo given occaſion of Ca- 
vil to our Adverſaries, and to take the following Me- 
_ thod, as being in my Opinion moſt clear and proper. 
Firſt, T will ſtare the Queſtion in Diſpute berween 
Us and the Diſſenters concerning Epiſcopacy, or the 
Government of the Church by Biſhops, and deliver 
our Opinion concerning it. 25 l 
2400, J will ſhew, what J. B's Opinion is concern- 
ing it. 
344%, J will lay down ſome Arguments to prove and 

cſtabliſh our Opinion. | . 

; 7 3 4thly, 1 
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An Anſwer to J. B's. Ordination Sermon. 


4thly, Iwill particularly examine the ſeveral Paſſages 
of Scripture alledged by F. B. and ſhew, that they do 
not prove, as F. B. pretends, againſt our Opinion, but 
are a further Confirmation of it. 


EF. I. 


merein the Queſtion in Diſpute between us and the Dif- 


ſenters concerning Epiſcopacy is Stated, and our Opinion 
concerning it is Delivered. 


115 


H E Queſtion between us is not concerning 
thoſe Priviledges and Immunities, thoſe Se- 


cular Houours and Revenues, which the Biſhops in the 
Eſtabliſhed Church do enjoy. It is acknowledged and 


confeſſed, that all theſe are derived from the Bounty 
of Kings and particular Perſons, and from the Laws of 
the Land, ad that a Man may be a Biſhop without 
them. But then we fay, that neither the Collation, 
nor Continuance of thoſe Priviledges and Immunities, 


thoſe Secular Honours and Revenues are againſt Scripture. 


2dly, Nor is the Queſtion between us concerning 
the preſent manner of Deſignation and Appointment of 
thoſe, who are to be admitted to the Office of Biſhops, 
ro whom, whether to the Magiſtrate, or ro the Cler. 
gy, or to the People it belongs, for the Scripture does 
not plainly and poſitively determine any thing concern- 
ing this Matter. 
3aly, Nor is the Queſtion between us concerning the 
Extent and Compaſs of the Place, or concerning the 
number of the People ſubject to the Government of the 
Biſhop, be the Exrent of the Place ever ſo Great or 
Small, the People ever ſo Few or Many, ſtill there may 
be a Biſhop in our Opinion: For we ſuppoſe a Biſhop | 
to be a Presbyter or Miniſter having many Presbyters or 
Miniſters under him, and exerciſing over theſe Presbyters 
b | or 


An Anſwer to J. B's Ordination Sermon. 
or Miniſters and the People committed to their Cure, Acts 
of Spiritual Power and. A—_ (ſuch as Ordination, 
Confirmation, and Excommunication;) which mere Pres- 
byters, or Miniſters cannot exerciſe alone and by them- 
ſelves without him. | K- IF 

4thly, Nor is the Queſtion berween us concerning 
the duration, or length of Time, a Biſhop is to conti- 
nue in the Place ſubject to his Spiritual Juriſdiction, 
for che Scripture doth not determine any thing concern- 
ing this Matter. 3 

5thly, Nor is the Queſtion between us, Whether a 
Biſhop is a Presbyter or Elder, i. e. whether he has the 
Power and Authority of Preaching the Word of GOD, 
and Adminiſtring the Sacraments. No one denies this, 
Nay further it is allowed, that this Power and Autho- 
rity is common to the Biſhop and al Preibyters, only 
with this difference, that the Presbyrers Preach by the 
Licence of the Biſhop. on | 

6thly, Nor is the Queſtion between us, whether a 
Presbyter may be called a Biſhop, for this word Biſhop 
ſignifying an Zxſpeftor, or Overſeer, it will follow, that 
Presbyters being appointed to exerciſe their Office of 
Preaching the Word of GOD, and Adminiſtring the 
- Sacraments to any particular Church or Flock, that 
particular Church or Flock muſt be the proper Object 
of their Inſpection and Care, and they may be called 
Biſhops of it, becauſe they ought to Overſee, to Feed 
and Rule it, either alone, or in conjunction with others, 
as Collegues in the ſame Office and Charge, as FJ. B. 
affirms. p. 408. Sermon. e 0 
Ithly, Nor conſequently is the Queſtion between 
us, whether the Presbyters, or Miniſters of ſingle 
Congregations have any Power or Authority of Ru- 
ling 4 Governing their Flocks : We do allow they 
have ſuch a Power and Authority, but then it muſt 
be executed according to Laws and Directions agrecable 


B 2 to 
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to Scripture, ordered and made for the due —— : 
of the publick Worſhip of God. Nay, we do allow 
further, that the Presbyters of each Congregation, 
| at leaſt their Repreſentatives, may have a greater ſhare 
1 in the Rule and Government of the Church; for they 
| may be concerned in the making ſuch Laws and Di- 
rections, as are afterwards to be obſerved by them, in 
the diſcharge of their Duty in their reſpective Con- 
gregations. 2 ; 
8:hly, Nor is the Queſtion between us, whether in 
the Ordination of Miniſters, or other Acts of Power 
and Authority Eccleſiaſtical, the Presbyters of fingle 
Congregations may, or ought to concur, and be con- 
cerned. We do not deny it.; but then we affirm, that 
Presbyters, both in the Exerciſe of their Office in the 
particular Congregations, which are aſſigned unto 
them, and even upon thoſe Solemn Occaſions, when 
their Concurrence is neceſſary and required, are ſub. 
ject to the Power and Authority of ſome one Perſon 
preſiding among and over them, whom we call a Bi- 
ſhop. So that the Biſbop and Presbyrers are not equal 
in Power, and Authority, and Office. 
In theſe ſeveral Poſttions which I have laid down in 
order to the true and clear ſtating of the Controverſy 
between Us and the Diſſenters, concerning Epiſcopacy, 
I have had a view to the preſent Conſtitution, where- 
* by the Church and State are Incorporated ,; whence it. 
comes to paſs that many things, purely accidental to 
Biſhops, conſidered in their Primitive and Original In- 
ſtitution, and which depends upon Human Authority, 
do belong to, and are enjoy d by the Biſhops. Ab- 
ſtracting them from all things of this nature, and inſiſt- 
, ing only upon what is eſſential to a Biſhop ; the Sum 
T * of the Diſpute between Us and the Diſſenters is this, 
whether it may be concluded from Scripture, that 
there was appointed by the Apoſtles ſuch a Biſhop, as 
we 
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we have already deſcribed, Numb. 3. i. e. 4 Presbyter 
or Miniſter having many Presbyters or Miniſters under 
him, and exerciſing over theſe Presbyters or Miniſters, 
and the People committed to their Care, Acts of Spiritual 
Power and Authority, (ſuch as Ordination, Confirmation, 
and Excommunication) which mere Presbyters or Mini- 


ers cannot exerciſe alone, and by themſelves, without 


him. We do affirm it. 


a 
a 


Sr 
herein J. B's Opinion concerning Epi ſcopacy is deliver d. 
B. delivers his Opinion at large in his Sermon (p 


* 437, Sc.) which I think is fairly reducible to 
theſe feveral Heads. | 


1/t, The Superiority of Biſhops, as diſtinguiſhed' 


from Presbyters, is only a Primacy of Order in the 
Council of Presbyters, by whoſe common Advice all 
Church-Affairs are managed: If I rightly underſtand 
what F. B. means by a Primacy of Order, a Biſhop ac- 
cording to him, is only a Presbyter preſiding over o- 
thers equal to himſelf in Authority and Office. This 


Poſition we abſolutely deny, as may be ſeen in Numb. 


8. of the foregoing Section. 
240), J. B. ſays, that this Primacy of Order in the 
Council of Presbyters, was an Human Conſtitution; 


and (as he explains himſelf, p. 419.) derived from 


the People. This Poſition we alſo deny, in conſe- 
quence of the former. 

Fg „J. B. ſays, that the Apoſtles themſelves in- 
veſted the Presbyters or Miniſters of ſingle Congrega- 
tions, With a power of Governing their own Flocks. 
This Poſition we allow in ſome meaſure, and with due 
Limitations, as may be ſeen in Numb. 6, 7, 8, of the 
foregoing Section. 


4thly, 


Ma. 


An Anſwer to J. B's Ordination Sermon. 

qthly, J. B. ſays, that true Diſcipline is an impracti- 
cable thing, ſuppoſing Dioceſan Prelacy. This we 
deny, and let F. B. prove it. 

5thly, J. B. ſays, that Presbyters and Miniſters haye 
a Power of Ordination : In the Proof of this he has 
ſpent three Pages of his Sermon, 423, 424, 425 ; and 
if any one will be pleas d to read what he there ſays, 
he will find that all amounts only to this, (to uſe 7, 
B's own Words) that the Scriptural Biſhops (as he calls 
them) Z. e. the Miniſters and Presbyters, were employ. 
ed in the Service of Ordination, the Hands of the Preſ. 
byters were joyned with the Apoſtle in Ordaining Timothy 
as an Evangeliſt, the ordinary Miniſters were concern d 
in ſuch a Selemnity. All which is no more than what 
we have allowed, as may be ſeen, Numb. 8. of the 
foregoing Section; and only ſhews, that the Presby- 
ters were Aſſiſtants in Ordination. 
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Wherein are laid down ſome Arguments to prove and eſta- 
bliſh our Opinion. | 


Ur Opinion (as appears from what I have alrea- 
dy offer d) is, that a Presbyter being once con- 
ſtituted a Biſhop, hath many Presbyters or Miniſters un- 
der him, and exerciſes over theſe Preslyters or Miniſters, 
and the People committed to their Care, Ads of Spiritual 
Power and Authority (ſuch as Ordination, Confirmation, 
and Excommunication) which mere Presbyters or Mini- 
fters cannot exerciſe alone aud by themſelves withant him. 
For the Proof of this our Opinion, we ſhall uſe thr 
ſorts of Arguments. * | | 
The firſt ſort of Arguments is drawn from the Scrip- 
ture, and there we do fay, | 
Firſt, St. James mentioned (As 15. v. 13.) was Bi- 


ſhop 
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ſhop of Jeruſalem; and alſo that Timothy and Titus were 
Biſhops, the one of Epheſus, the other of Crete. I am 
ſenſible F. B. is of another Opinion, and has endeavour d 
to prove it by ſeveral Arguments in his Sermon and Ap- 
pendix ; all which T ſhall here paſs over, intending in 
the end of this Diſcourſe to conſider them particular- 
ly: And I hope the Confutation of em will be ſuffi- 
cient to prove our Opinion, that they were Biſhops. 

Secondly, that the Angels mentioned by St. f ohn, 
Rev. Ch. 2 & 3. were Biſhops of ſeveral Churches For 
if we read theſe rwo Chapters, we may plainly ſee 
that St. John does conſtantly repreſent them to be „u- 
gle Perſons. Unto the Angel of the Church of Epheſus, 
Ch. 2. v. 1. Unto the Angel of the Church in Smyrna, 
v. 8. Unto the Angel of the Church in Pergamos, v. 
12, &c. i. e. Unto the Biſhop of each Place. And ac- 
cordingly we find St. John either commending or cen- 
ſuring their Behaviour in their reſpective Charges. 
This I take to be a good Scriprural Argument for our 
Opinion, unleſs F. B. will ſhew that a Presbytery may 
be called an Angel; nay, is called fo in Scripture. 

The Second Sort of Arguments, by which we prove 
and eſtabliſh our Opinion, is of another Nature; and 
of theſe T ſhall menrion four. 

The firſt is drawn from the uninterrupted continu- 
ance of ſuch a Government in the Church, as we main- 
tain and defend without Oppoſition from any one Per- 
ſon, for many Years after the Apoſtles. The firſt Man, 
who oppoſed Epiſcopacy in our ſenſe, and aſſerted ſuch 
a Parity of Presbyters, as J. B. contends for, was Ae- 
ius. Now this Aerius was himſelf a Presbyter, and 
lived in the Fourth Century, and finding his Applica- 
tion for a Biſhoprick rejected, and his intimate Friend 
and Companion Euſtathius preferred before him, not 
only fell out with this his Friend, but out of Diſguſt 
and Reſentment, introduced and maintained this Opi- 
nion, 
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88 An Anſwer to J. B's Ordination Sermon. 
nion,that there ought to be no difference between a Biſho 
and a Presbyter, an Opinion which Epiphanius and St. 
Auſtin declare to be alrogether New, nay, extraya- 
gantly Wild and Mad. All which is atteſted by theſe 
two Authors in theſe Paſſages, which I ſhall recite at 
large. f "8 

* Epiphan. Lib. 3. Tom. 1.p. 905. Cum autem, Eu- 
« ſtathius ad Epiſcopatum eſſet evectus, Aerius, etſi id 
magnopere cupiebat, eo tamen pervenire non potuit, 
* hinc ſimultas ex æmulatione -conflata. _—— _ 
Aud afterwards again, Eſt autem illius dogma fu- 
pra hominis captum furioſum & immane, imprimis 
* enim quanam, inquit, in re Presbytero Epiſcopus 

< antecellit ? nullam inter utrumg; diſerimen.—— 
St. Auſtin de hæreſi. c. 53. Acriani-ab Acrio quo- 
dam ſunt nominati, qui cum eſſet Prebyter, doluiſſe 
fertur, quod Epiſcopus non potuit Ordinari, & in 
« Arianoram hæreſin lapſus, propria dogmata addi- 
diſſe nonnulla, dicens, Sc. Dicebat etiam Presbyte- 

< rum ab Epiſcopo nulla differentià debere diſcerni. 
From all which it plainly appears, that notwith- 
Pag. 406. ſtanding J. B's Inſinuation “, this was not a controver- 
ted Sulject, till Aeriuss time, and ſure had this Opi- 
nion of Aerius, | that there ought to be no difference be- 
tween a Biſhop and a Presbyter ] = agrecable to Truth, 
and the general Sentiments of that Age, other Pres- 
byters had joyned with Aerius, and oppoſed ſo great 

an Uſurpation on their Rights and Priviledges, in J. Bs 
Opinion given them in Scripture. | + 
Our Second Argument is drawn from the Teſtimo- 

. ny of ſeveral ancient Writers. bs 
Dn2:n's Hiſt, St. Ignatius, who ſucceeded Evodius in the Epiſcopal 
vt Eccletaſt. See of Antioch, about the Year of our Lord 70 *. hath 
riters. : 1 | ; > de” ak a 

written ſeveral Epiſtles, wherein a diſtinction is made 
between Biſhops ard Presbyters, particularly thoſe to 
lem. The Philadelphians,and tothe Trallians,* in theſe he Con- 

5 gratulates 


Hn'Aviſwer 10. J. Rg Ordination” Sermon. 5 
gratulates tbeir Cuibus aud exhorts|them to co 'torrupt 
Doctrines, and adviſes: them not to follow thoſe, that are 
the Abetters of | Schiſms'aud Diviſions amongſt them; and 
to concur in every thing with their Biſhop. Again, be 
Commends their Union, and the Submiſſion and Reſpect that 
they fhewed towards their Biſhop, -Prieſt9 and Deacons, 
£ 2 I know 7. Boſays, * that Ignatius 8 Biſhop Was- Pag. 419. 
only the Senior Paſtor. of a particular Flock, or Con” 
« gregation, which he governed in Conjunction with 
the reſt of the Elders of it. I deſire he would prove, 
what he ſo confidently affirms. 2 
St. Lrenæur, ho lived in the Third Century, and 
having been Polycarps Scholar [who. was St. John s 
\ Diſciple and lived in the Second Century, ] and having 
converſed with ſeveral of the Apoſtles Scholars, had 
therefore more particular Advantages and Opportuni- 
tics of knowing perfectly the Truth of this Matter, 
does make a plain Diſtinction between Biſhops and Pres- 
byters. Lib. 3. Cap. 14. In Mileto convocatis Epiſcopis & 
Presbyteris, Biſhops (ſays he) and  Presbyters not Bi- 
ſhops or Presbyters.. 3 ä 
St. Ferom, who lived in the Fourth Century, and up- 
on whoſe Authority our Adverſaries do ſo very much 
inſiſt, Biſbop Pearſon does plainly ſhew.*, to be rather Oper. Poſt 
for, than againſt us, and it is beyond all Exception, 8. 85 
that he makes Ordination an Act of Power peculiarly 
belonging to the Biſhop. Epiſt. ad Evagr. Tom. 2. Quid 
facit, exceptà Ordination, Epiſcopus, quod non fa” 
j- cit Presbyter. * n 81 nin S 
Our Third nt is taken from the Sueceſſion of 
the Biſhops to the Apoſtles. It is allowed, that the 
Apoſtles were Superiour to and did exerciſe a Power 
and. Authority over the Presbyters, which the Presby- 
ters appointed by them could not exerciſe. Now in this 
Power the Biſhops ſucceeded the Apoſtles; as Vrenæus 
tells us, [ Lib. 3. Cap. 3.] © Habemus annumerare eos, 
. C * qui 


* 
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qui ab Apoſtolis inſtiruti ſunt Epiſcopi in Eccleſijs, & 
Succeſſores eorum uſque ad nos. Again, Quibus 
E etiam ipſas eccleſias committebant. Aud again, Quos 
N Succeſſores relinquebant ſuum ipſorum locum Ma- 
« giſterij tradentes. i. e. We can reckon up the Men, who 
were appointed by the Apoſtles Biſhops in the Churches, 
aud their Succeſſors down to ug, — to whom they alſo com- 
mitted the Churches, — leaving them as Succeſſors, and gi- 
ving them the ſame 9 of Power and Authority, they 
themſelves had. In the ſame place St. Irenæus mentions 
Linus, Anacletus, Clemens, who according to Euſebius 


* Lib. 5.Hiſt. * 45 Apoſtolis Epiſcopatum ſortitus eſt. (i. e.) was made 


Cap. 6. 


Biſhop by the Apoſtles. 
Our laſt Argument is borrowed from Mr. Chilling- 
worth, 
Epiſcopal Government is acknowledged to have been uni- 
— received in the Church preſently after the Apoſtles 
times. 8 ie 8 
Between the Apoſtles times and this preſently after, there 
was not time enough for, nor poſſibility of ſo great an Alte- 
teration. | | | 
And therefore there was no ſuch Alteration as is preten- 
ed, and therefore Epi ſcopacy being confeſſed to be ſo Anti- 
ent and Catholick, muſt be granted to be Apoſtolical. 
This Demonſtration may be otherwiſe managed a- 
gainſt the Diſſenters, upon their Suppoſition, that pre- 
ſently after the Apoſtles times the Church was gover- 
ned by a Presbytery, let them ſhew us the time when 
ſuch a Change and Alteration as they pretend, Epiſco- 
Pacy is, was introduced, and the peflibility of ſuch 
a —_ w_ Alteration. 707 Y 2 
The Third Way of proving our Opinion is, by pro- 
poſing F. Fs Argument againſt our Opinion, and cxa- 
mining the ſeveral Paſſages of Scripture which he pro- 
duces by way of Confirmation of it. & 
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SON. 
Wherein is propoſed J. B's Agar againſt our Opinion 
and the ſoeral Paſſages of Scripture which he produces 

by way of Confirmation of it, are Examined. 


B's Argument, I think, ſtands thus in its full force 


and ſtrength. ©*-In all the Paſſages wherein B- 


* ſhops are mentioned in Scripture, a particular Church 
Cas thæproper Object of a Biſbop s Inſpection and 
Care. Pag. 408. Aud again, Pag. 414. © In thoſe two 


« places were Bj are plainly intended, tho under- 


« other Titles, the Objedt of their Inſpection and Care 
is manifeſtly reg as the ſame. ¶ i. e. 4 ſuppoſe a 

ticular Church.) And again, Pag. 409. © The ſame 
{Perſons were in Scri call'd inviffereacly Elders 
4 and Biſhops, Biſhops from their Office of Inſpecting 


Land feeding the Flock, and Elders from their Age 


„and Authority. * | 
I have here delivered J. B's Argumens in his own 
Words, and Quoted the ſeveral Places in his Sermon. 
I proceed to conſider the Texts F. B. produces to prove 
this his Argument. The Method I ſhall follow, is this. 

Firſt, I will ſet down the Text at large as J. B. him- 
ſelf has done. | py 
- Secondly, I will propoſe in his own Words each Ar- 
gument 7B. draws from,or grounds upon the Text,and 
give a particular and diſti nct Anſwer to it. All Men, and 
MN J. B. himſelf will allow this to be a very fair 
and honeſt way of Anſwering his Arguments. 

The firſt Text F. B. produces to prove his Argu- 
ment, as I have repreſented it in his own Words, is 
Alls 20. 28. We read [ſays he, p. 408.] at ver. 16, 
* I7, Ge, that the Apoſtle Paul haſtening to Jeruſalem, 
* where he deſigned, if poſſible, to be at the Day of 
©* Pentecoſt ; ſent from „ to Epheſus, and _ 

| 2 <A 


fr 


Numb. 5, 6. 
Sect. 1. 


1 Tim. 
Ch. z. ver. 1. 


* Pag. 409. 
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“the Elders of the Church : And theſe Elders he ex- 
* horts at ver. 28. #6 take\heed to themſelves, and to all 
* the Flock, over the which the Holy Ghoſt had made em 
* Biſhops, to feed the Church of God, which he had 
« purchaſed with his own Blood. . ; 
Now from this paſſage of Scripture F. B. concludes 
p- 499+}; theſe ſeveral Things; which, according to 
the Method I laid down, I ſhall diſtinctly and parti- 
cularly conſider. | 1 224 5 

_ Firſt, J. B. ſays, © That the ſame Perſoges were in 
© Scripture called indifferently Elders and Biſhops ; Bi- 
* ſhops from their Office of Inſpecting and feeding 
the Flock, and Elders from their Age and Authority. 
Me have already allowed, that the Names Bz/hops 
and Elders have been uſed promiſcuouſly, and may 
with very good reaſon be attribured ro the ſame Per- 
ſon. J. B. needed not to have reckoned up ſo many 
Authors to, prove a thing that was never diſputed. 
But then we ſay out of 7heodoret, * one of the Authors 
J. B. mentions, that they were after wards -diſtinguith- 
ed, and in proceſs of Time they gave this Name of Biſhop 
peculiarly to them, who anciently were ſtiled Apoſtles. 
The caſe being thus, F. B. muſt prove, that there ne- 
ver was any ſuch Diſtinction and Appropriation of 
theſe Names made ; otherwiſe he cannot conclude, 
becauſe the ſame Perſons are in this paſſage of ' Scripture 
called indifferently Elders and Biſhops, that therefore 
there never were any Perſons having ſuch a Superiority 
over Elders or Presbyters, as we have deſcribed, Set. 
3. and do call Biſhops. J. B. himſelf. does allow the 
Name of Biſhop and Elder came to be diſtinguiſhed : But 
then he adds, the Biſhop was no more for ſome conſidera- 

ble time, than the Senior Paſtor pf a particular Flock or 

Congregation, which he . —. in Conjunction with the 
reſt of the Elders of it; he ſhould have ſaid, all equal 
in Power, and not ſubject to any Superiour. f or 

Pets roo 
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Proof of this his Aſſertion, he ſays immediately after- 
wards, that © the Biſbop of Ignatius appears to be ſuch, 
* notwithſtanding all the magnifying Expreſſions he 
*uics to diſtinguiſh him from, and give him the 
preference before the reſt of the Presbyters ; and 
then tells us, A Church was a Chriſtian Flock united 
to their Bz/hop, and every Biſhop had one Altar or 
* Communion-Table for that one Flock. There is 
« (faith Ignatius) ro every Church one Altar, and one 
« Biſhop, together with the Elders and Deacons. F. B. 
cannot be ignorant, that this Argument has been ur- 
ged by Mr. Clarkſon in his Primitive Epiſcopacy * (and Fag. 14- 
I mult confeſs, propoſed too with greater . s by 
him than by 7. B.) And that Dr. Maurice has given to it a 
very large Anſwer, which being unwilling to tranf- 
ſcribe, I refer F. B. to him. We do inſiſt upon this, Dioceſan E- 
that the Biſbop mentioned by Ignatius, is ſuch a Biſhop * * 
as we contend for; and not © the Senior Paſtor of a 
particular Congregation, as J. B. repreſents him to 
be. But to return. 5 
Secondly, J. B. concludes from this paſſage of Scrip- , 
ture, that * che Object of the Overſight and Care of 18. 459. 
. © theſe. Biſhops, called alſo here Elders indifferently, | 
© was not many particular Churches (as Dr. Hammond 
ſays, who ſuppoſes theſe Elders to be ſo many Biſhops 

a Aa) © bur that Flock that was gathered in Ephe- 
A a3 | my | 
But how does J. B. prove this ? © It appears (ſays Pag 4-9. 
© he *) plainly from the Text, which expreſly faith, 
that the Apoſtle ſent for the Elders of the Church of E- 
© pheſus. Every Word F. B. writes in the ſame Cha- 
racter, as he does again, p. 433, whereas the Words 
of the Text, v. 17. are, from Miletus he ſent to Fphe- 
Ius, and called the Elders of the Church. Thoſe 'V ards 
then (of Epheſus) upon which the preſent Diſpute 
docs principally, if not altogether, depend, J. B. has 

plainly 
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plainly added to the Text. Had the Apoſtle ſaid, El. 
ders of that Church, F. B. might with confidence have 
affirmed, that the Text exprefly faith, the Apoſtle 
e ſent for the Elders of the Church of "Epheſus. It is 
plain then, rhat F. B. does not from the expreſs Words 
of the Text, without his own Addition to them, 
prove any thing againſt Dr. Zammond's Opinion, who 

thinks the Elders here ſent for by St. Paul, were the 
ſeveral Biſhops of Aſia; and not the Elders of the 

3 Church of Epheſus. 

£ Thirdly, J. B. concludes from this paſſage of Scrip. 
- F28-499- ture, “ St. Paul's haſte in going to Feruſalem would 
© not permit the ſending to all the parts of Alia, to ga- 
ther together ſo many Biſhops, in the Modern Senſe, 
to meet him at Miletus. | 
In anſwer to this we ſay, it is true, Sr. Paul Haſted 
to be at Jeruſalem the Day of Pentecoſt; if it were poſſ- 
Die for him, ſays the Text, v. 17: Which Expreſſion 
[if it were poſſible for bim] plainly ſhews that St. Paul 
was apprehenſive, the Buſineſs he had to do, might ob- 
lige him to ſtay beyond the Day of Pentecaſt: And ac- 
7 Anal.Pav- cordingly Biſhop Pearſon tells us, St. Paul did not 
Anno 53. come to Jeruſalem, till after the Day of Pentecoſt, in 
the Month of June, with the Collections or Contribu- 
tions, in theſe Words, VLenit Myeroſolyma cum Colleths 
poſt Penteroſten menſe Funio. Nor is there any thin 
related in this paſſage of Scripture by St. Luke, whic 
contradicts Biſhop Pearſon's Opinion. Nay, the cir- | 
cumſtances of St. Pauls Journey abundantly confirm 
this matter, and do plainly ſhew, it was morally im- 
2 poſſible, he coulꝭ be at Feruſalem by the Day of Pen- 
2 — tecoft, as Dr. Maurice hatlhy demonſtrated *®. Add to 
34. all this what St. Chry/ſo/ftom ſays in his Comment 
the Place, that © the Apoſtle is moved after the man- 
ner of Men, how he deſigns, how he haſtens, and 
= yer oftentimes miſſes his end. If then, St. Paul was 
not 
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not at — before the hy of Pentecoſt (as we 
have abundant reaſon to believe he was not) he might 
have had ſufficient time to have aſſembled and called 
together the ſeveral Biſhops of Aſia ; and that St. Pas 
did call them together, we have rhe expreſs Teſtimo- 
ny of St. /reneus ; who, as I have already ſhewd *, * SeQ.z.fols. 
had particular Advantages of knowing perfectly the | 
truth of this matter, Lib. 3. cap. 14. © In Mileto 
«* (fays he) convocatis Epiſcopis & Presbyteris, qui 
« erant ab Epheſo & a reliquis proximis Civitatibus, 
« Paulus multa teſtificans: i. e. Paul, when at Miletus, 
laving called together the ſeveral Biſhops and Presby- 
ters, who came from Epheſus and the Neighbouring Ci- 
ties; ſaid many things unto them, and which is very 
remarkable, the ſame Author in this place relates ſe- 
yeral paſſages of St. Paul's Speech to theſe Bzſhops and 
Presbyters, which are recorded by St. Luke, Ads 20. 

But J. B. replies, that * © this could not be, unleſs * Pig. 4% 
ve ſuppoſe the greateſt part of them to have been 
* Scandalous Non-Refidents ; and to have learned the 
Modern Practice of ſpending the greateſt part of 
their time out of their own Dioceſs, and at a di- 
* ſtance from their pretended Charge. I deſire F. B. 
to conſider, whether this Paragraph, as alſo that, p. 
407. both which I have tranſcribed in my Preface, are 
agreeable ro that © Peaceable Temper with which, he 
* fays, he has endeavourd to manage what little oc- Prefacetorhs- 
« curs, that is controverſial in his Sermons ; and to W 
the moſt Comprehenſive and Catholick Charity, 
* which he requires in thoſe, with whom he deſires to 
* fix his ſtated external Communion. | 

But to pafs this over: Had there been any reaſon to 
conclude from the Abſence of theſe Biſhops from their 
Charge, upon a particular Summons, that they wereScan- 
dalous Non-Refidents, (as upon the Suppoſition of F. B. 
they were) certainly St. Paul,who had always a Father- 


ly 
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any Presbyter for that time: If they were Biſhops of 
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ly Care of the Church, and did in all things conſult the 
Intereſt and Reputation of it, would not have ſent for 
theſe Biſhops, and thereby made himſelf acceſſary to 
ſo great a Crime as Scandalous Non-Refidence. Nay, 
F. B. himſelf allows, that a Summons ſent to any Per- 


- ſons, ſuppoſe Dioceſan Biſhops, excuſes them, if abſent 


from their Charge, from tlie Imputation of Non. Ref. 
dents, much more from that of Scandalous Non-Reſi. 
dents; as (I think) we may very reaſonably and fairly 
infer from this paſſage in his Appendix, where ſpeaking 
againſt Dr. Hammond, who makes the E/ders mentioned 
Atts 15. 6, 22. to be ſo many Dioceſan Biſhops of Ju- 
dea, St. Fames being their Metropolitan, he tells us in 
theſe Words: © Beſides that, he (i. e. Dr. Hammond 
* makes St. Luke guilty of à Fault in dropping 
&« St. Fames s diſtinguiſhing Title of Metropolitan; he 
e never confiders the Abſurdity of making all of em 
*« Non-Refidents: For Paul and Barnahas found em all to- 
* gether at Jeruſalem, without any Summons ſent to 
* bring them thither. If then theſe Biſhops of Fudea had 
had any Summons ſent to bring them to Feruſalem, 
they had nor been, in the Opinion of F. B. himſelf, 
Non-Refidents : But the Biſhops of Afea, ſent for to Mi- 
letus, from Epheſus, by St. Paul, had a Summons to 
come unto him. Therefore J. B. according to his 
own way of Reaſoning, hath acquitted theſe Biſhops 
from the Crime of being Scandalous Non-Refidents. 

But allowing F. B's Opinion, that the Perſons at 
this time ſent for by the Apoſtle, were'ohly Presbyters 
of a particular Church or Congregation ;: would not they 
with equal reaſon, being abſent from their Charge, 


have deſerved the Name of Scandalous Nou-Refidents ? 


Nay, I may ſay with greater reaſon, conſidering that 


all the Elders of the Church in F. B's Senſe, being ſent 


for, the People muſt neceſſary have been left without 


a, 
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Ala, they certainly left Presbyters to take Care of the 
people in their abſence. 

Beſides, ſuppoſing the Apoſtle St. Paul to have been 
at Jeruſalem by the Day of Pentecaſt, as he intended, [not 
chat there is any juſt reaſon for ſuch a Suppoſition, ] 
Might not theſe ſeveral Biſhops of 4fra upon an Intima- 
tion given them a conſiderable time before by Letter, 
or by ſome other way, have mer at Epheſus, and there 
waired for the Apoſtles coming: but now being ſent 
for to Miletus, might immediately have gone to him. 
What can be more credible, than that St. Paul, who 
haſted to be at Feraſalem at the Day of Pentecoſt, and 
therefore would not ſpend the time in Aſia, was thus care- 
ful and precautious, and ſo ordered Matters, that he 
might without any hindrance to his Intention and De- 
ſign of being at Jeruſalem at the Day of Penteroft, 
quickly diſpatch the Buſineſs he had with theſe feve- 
ral Biſhops. 


= 
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bly, J. B. ſays*, that © the Chriſtian Congregations - pag. 418. 


* diſperſed through a large Province are never in Scrip- 
ture called a Church in the Singular, but always 
* Churches in the Plural Number. But Firſt, I fee no 


ſlated Aſembly, (as we find, it is, Verſ. qo. Chap. 19.) 
and then the Senſe will be, that the Apoſtle called the E/- 
ders of the Aſſembly, i.e. the Elders Aſſembled at Ephe- 
ſ#s upon an Intimation given them by St. Paul of his 
intending to ſee them, as he went to Jeruſalem. But 
Secondly, Paſſing over this Interpretation, J. B. will un- 
doubredly allow, that Church, Verſ. 17. muſt be the 
ſame with Church of GOD, which he purchaſed with 
his own Blood. Verſ. 28. And J muſt confeſs, I ſee no 
reaſon, why the ſeveral Congregations diſperſed through 


D But 


reaſon, why ri; Rage, ver. 17. ſhould not be Tran- 


4 large Province might not be called the Church, or Church - 
of GOD, "which he hath purchaſed with his own Blood. 
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But that the whole Clergy of Alia properly fo cal. 
led, ar leaſt the Chief Paſtors and biſhops were preſent, 
when St. Paul made this Speech, may be proved very 

Acts Chap. fairly from the Text. We find *, that St. Pau Preach-. 
» Tvid ver o. ed in Epheſus almoſt three Years, and * all they, which 
dwelt in Aſia heard the Word of the LORD, both Fews 
and Greeks, and that St. Paul did here ſend for them all, 
and give them this Charge, will appear from 2 
Verl. 18. And when they were come to him he ſaid unto 
them, Te know from the firſt Day, that I came into Aſa, 
after what manner ] have been with you, — which plain- 
ly ſuppoſes, that this was the Clergy of Aſia, to whom 
St. Paul ſpake ; this will appear yet more probable, if 
we conſider, that this was moſt agreeable to St. Paul's 
Deſign, for he was then about to take leave of them 
Chap. ac ver. with an intention to ſee them no more“, and in as 
Vert 11, much as he could nor ſpend the time in Aia, be ſent 
18590 Epheſus, and called the Elders of the Church. This 
in all probablity ſignifies the Church of Aſia, for there 
is no reaſon, why St. Paul ſhould be ſo carneſt to ſee 
the Elders of Epheſus, and none of thoſe in other Cities 
of Alia, or why he ſhould mention his Labours in 4/a, 
and commit all the Flock to them, which he had Con- 
verted, if only a ſmall part of that Flock was under their 
Care. From all which it plainly follows, that the Per- 
ſons ſent for by St. Paul to Miletus were Biſhops in the 
proper Senſe, and not Elders of a particular Church, be- 
cauſe it is not probable, that all the Elders would leave 
their Flocks, and come ſo far to St. Paul, or that St. 
Paul would deſire a thing ſo unreafonable from them. 
Before Idiſmiſs this Text, I cannor but obſerve F.B's 
miſtake in Interpreting Yer/. 28. and the wrong Infe- 
rence he draws from this his miſtaken Interpretation; 
the Words of the Yerſe are, take heed therefore unto your. 
ſelves, and to all the Flock over the which, &c. F. B. 
Tage 435- Tranſlates this“, take heed unto one another, _—_— 
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THIS HIS ALTERATION OF THE TRANSLA- 
TION upon the Signification of the Word tage, and 
thence Infers that © they (i. e. the Elders) were here 
© required to exerciſe a mutual Inſpection over each o- 
chers Behaviour and Conduct, that by fraternal Ad- 
© monitions they might excite each other to fulfil the 
« Miniſtry they had received from their common Lord, 
and might manage the common Affairs of the Flock, 
committed to em as much as poſlible, with common 

„ Conſem and Concord. Now it is allowed, that 
the Word tabs does ſometimes ſignifie one another, but 
never when it is joined with the Word in the Ori- 
ginal ſignifying rate heed. We meet with this Phraſe 
repeixiſi ca in ſeveral places of Scripture*,and it ne- Luke 12. r. 
ver has any ſuch Signification, as J. B. is pleaſed to af- g. 35. 
fix to it, but is always us to awaken Perſons to cau- 
tion and circumſpection upon the apprehenſion of any 
approaching Danger. Accordingly the Criticks ex- Poor's Sy- 
plain it, Arrendire, (i. e.) © Cavete vobis primo, & cope Crit. 
« propize perfectioni & ſaluti, deinde cæteris fidelibus 
yeſtræ curæ commiſſis. The two Verſes immediately 
following confirm the Truth of this, for the Apoſtle 
there expreſly tells em, that grievous Wolves ſhall en- 
ter in among you, not ſparing the Flock, alſo of your own 

ſelves ſhall Men ariſe, ſpeaking perverſe things, to draw 
away Diſciples after them. Ver. 29, 30. So that tate heed 
to your ſelves. Ver. 28. is the ſame thing as watch, Ver. 

I. Which the Criticks * explain by theſe Words, Ca- Idem. 

* vete vobis, & facite, ut & aly eos caveant, (i. e.) Be- 
ware your ſelves of them, and ſee, that others alſo do 
beware of them. The Interpretation of this place by 
J. B. upon which he lays ſo great a Streſs, is peculiar 

to himſelf, and not countenanced by any Expoſitor, as I 
can find, nor by the Senſe of this Phraſe wherever it 
OCCury in Scripture. | 
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The Second Text alledged by F. B. is Phil. 1. I. and 
here he tells us *, That we find expreſs mention of 
* Biſhops in the Apoſtles Inſcription of his Epiſtle to 
© ro the Saints at Philippi. Paul and Timotheus he 
Servants of Chrift, to all the Saints in Chriſt Feſus, which 
are at Philippi, with the Biſhops and Deacons. 

Before I conſider the Arguments F. B. grounds upon 
this Text, I ſhall obſerve, that there are three Inter- 
pretations of it. | be 

The Firſt i that of Biſhop Pearſon, who tells us, that 
the Apoſtle here writes to thoſe Biſhops whom he then 
knew to be at Philippi, tho they were Biſhops of other 
Churches. - 

The Second Interpretation is, that the Apoſtle here 
writes to the Biſhops (i. e.) Pyesbyters, and Deacons of 
the Church of Philippi, becauſe Epaphroditus their Bi- 
ſhop in a ſtrict and proper Senſe, was then abſent from 


Philippi, and at Rome with him; And this is the Inter- 


pretation of Theodoret. | -: 
The Third Interpretation is Dr. Hammond s, who ſays, 


that Philippi was a Metropolis, and at this time there 


2 Page 411. 


were 
Philippi. 
Now if any one will read F. Bs Arguments ground- 
ed upon this Text, he will ſee, that he has not brought 
one Argument either againſt Biſhop Pearſon s Opinion, 
or Theodoret s, (both which are againſt J. B.) but alto- 
ther levels at Dr. Hammond, becauſe I ſuppoſe in his 
Judgment it is the weakeſt | 
2 Bur let us examine F. B's Arguments from this 
ent. | 
1ſt, J. B. ſays *, © Here we plainly ſee, that the 
Object of the Inſpection and Care of theſe Biſhops 
* were the Saints at Philippi. I muſt confeſs, Ido not 
plainly ſee, that the Text ſays any ſuch thing: The 
Words are, Paul and Timotheus, the Servants of Chriſt, 
| to 


nt many Biſhops under the Metropolitan of 


1 
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to all the Saints in Chriſt Jeſus which are at Philippi, 
with the Biſhops aud Deacons. The Apoſtle does nor 
ſay, with their Biſbops and Deacons: ; but with the 
Biſhops and Deacons, indefinitely, and without any 
Limitation, 
24%, J. B. ſays“, that © the concurrent judgment Page 414 
of moſt of the Fathers (in oppoſition to Dr. Ham- 
mond) is, that theſe Biſhops were no other than rhe 
© Presbyters or Elders of the Church of Philippi; and 
that Theſſalonica, and not Philippi, was the Metro- 
4 polis of Macedonia. We cannot admit all this to be 
true upon 7. Bs bare Aſſertion. It Oe juſtly be ex- 
peed that he would have proved all this againſt Dr. 
| Hammond, who produces good Reaſons for his Opini- 
on, and have anſwer d theſe Reaſons. But ſuppoſing 
J. B. had proved Dr. Hammond to be miſtaken, what 
will he ſay againſt Theodoret's Teſtimony (one of the 
Fathers) who, though he allows the Hes in this 
place to be Presbyters (which J. B. contends for) yer i 
ſays, Epaphroditus was Biſhop, in a ſtrict and proper 
Senſe, of Philippi: So alſo Chryſoſtom, Theoph. 
dly, J. B. ſays „ that © ſuch pompous Titles as Page 47. 
*thoſe of Provincial and Metropolitan Biſhops were 
very remote from the Simplicity and Humility of 
the Apoſtolical Age, tis ſufficient to ſuggeſt that 
„ſuch, &c. In this Suggeſtion (as J. B. calls it) he 
ſees ſo great Force, that he ſeems to prefer it to, and 
is willing to inſiſt upon it, as an Argument, rather 
than the concurrent Fudgment of moſt of the Fathers, 
which I ſhall always have a great regard for. But 
whatever F. B's Opinion of this Suggeſtion may be, I 
muſt confeſs, I ſee no great Force in it. Where does: 
the Scripture forbid the Biſhops,the Uſe of ſuch Titles? 
Apoſtle, Prophet, Father, &c. are Titles as pompous ; , 
and does not St. Paul frequently make uſe of them: 


But ſuppoſing the Words Provincial and Metropolitan 
5 were 4 
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were not in uſe in the Apoſtolical Age, being no Scrip- 


' tural Words; yet let J. B. ſhew, that the Subordina- 
tion implied in thoſe Words, is © very remote from 


* Page 411. 


the Simplicity and Humiliry of the Apoſtolical Age. 
Abl, F. B. fays *, © the Apoſtle writes to no other 
* Biſhops and Deacons, but what were at Philippi with 


the Saints there; and has not one Word of the 31 


"« hops and Deacons throughout all Macedonia. But 
what occaſion was there for writing to the Biſhops and 


Deacons throughout all Macedonia, ſince the Apoſtle 
writes either (according to Biſhop Pearſon) to the Bi- 


"ſhops, whom he then knew to be at Philippi, or (accord- 


ing to Theedoret) ro the Presbyters and Deacons of 


Philippi, in the Abſence of their Bz/hop Epaphrodi- 
tu 


» page 412. 


8. | 
The 3d place of Scripture F. B. alledges, is, 1 Tim. 


Ch. 3. v. 1. Which is his own Text. © From the 5th 


« Verſe (ſays F. B.* ) we may Tee what was the Ob- 


ject of the Biſhops Care, wiz. the Church of Cod. 


« If a Man knows not how to Rule his own Houſe, 


hom ſhall he take care of the Church of God? But 


what is to be underſtood here by the Church of God: 
J B. fays, that particular Church that was commit- 


ted to his Care. This, J. B. only affirms, without 


any Proof; and yet it is the very thing about which 


we diſpute. That Church of God may ſignify ſeveral 
Congregations diſperſed through a large Province, J have 


* Page 17. 


Page 412. 


were planted in them. But how does F. B. prove, 


already ſnew d * : And why may not a Biſhop, who knows 
how to rule his own Houſe, take care of them? ] ſee no 
impoſſibility in it. | 

The 4th place of Scripture F. B. alledges, is, the E- 
piſtle of Titus, where (he ſays ) © He, i. e. the Bi- 
* ſhop, is repreſented as one of thoſe Elders, which 
Titus was to Ordain in every City (or Town) of 


Crete, to take care of the particular Churches that 


that 
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that this Biſhop was to take care of particular Churches? 
Why, fays he, “ for the Apoſtle giving there this 
« Character of ſuch an Elder, that he muſt be blame- 
« /eſs ; ſuggeſts this reaſon for it, for a Biſhop muſt be 
- Vaneleſ, as the Steward of God. The conſequence 
of this Argument is, becauſe an Elder, whom Titus 
was to Ordain, is the Steward of God, therefore he is 
to take care.of a particular Church. May not a Biſhop, 
who hath many Presbyters, and their Congregations, 
under his Spiritual Power and Authority, be called the 
Steward of God 2 If ſo, then according to F. Bs own way 
of Reaſoning, the Elder which Titus was to Ordain, 
was a Biſhop in the moſt ſtrict and proper Senſe, be- 
cauſe he is the Steward pf God. — This matter will be 
made more clear and evident againſt F. B. when I come 
to conſider what he offers concerning Timothy and 
Titus, in oppoſition to our Opinion, that they were. 
Biſhops, the one of Epheſus, the other of Crete. 
But before I diſmiſs this place of Scripture, which. 
J. B. hath choſen for his Text, I cannot but obſerve, a 
and indeed greatly wonder at F.B's Partiality or Inad- 
| Verteney., Certainly F. B. conſulted Dr. Whitby (of 
whoſe Judgment and Learning he declares himſelf to 
have a great Opinion) upon his Text; and does not 
Dr. Whitby * plainly ſhew, after an Enumeration of the * In Loc 
ſeveral Opinions of the Ancients upon this Text 
(which he reduces to three) that however different 
they are from each other, the Presbyterian Hypotheſis 
is thereby either altogether overthrown and confuted, 
or at leaſt the Presbyters allowed to be inferiour to the. 
Biſhops, as to the Power of Ordination, which belongs a- 
lone to the Biſhops, and not to the Presbyters. Ought 
not then J. B. in Juſtice even to his Adverſaries, to 8 
have taken ſome Notice of this, which was obſerved 
by Dr. Whitby, whom he calls 4 Learned Commen- Page 432 


tator. 
| 5 SEC 
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Aving thus conſidered the ſeveral Paſſages of 
Scripture, alledged by F. B. wherein Biſhops 
are exprefly mentioned Icome now to conſider the 
other two he ſubjoyns, wherein Biſhops are plainly 
intended, though under other Titles; and where 
< the Object of their Inſpection and Care is mani- 
* feſtly deſcribed as the ſame. (i. e. J ſuppoſe, a par- 

Page 414. ticular Charch.*) 


T, PE Text is, 1 Theſſ. 5. 12, 13. © where fays 
0 


F. B.) the Apoſtle writing to the Church of t 
&* Theſſalonians, befecches em to know thoſe that la- 
*boured among em, and were over them in the Lord; 
and admoniſhed em; and ro eſteem them very high- 
| = ly in Love for their Works ſake. | 
| Now from this Text J. B. draws theſe two Argu- 
ments. 3+. 
Tage 414. - Firft, F. B.fays*, © No doubt this Church of 7heſ- 
* ſaloxica had its Biſhops and Deacons, as well as that 
«© at Philippi. J. B. does not prove this, which he 
affirms to be true without doubt: If we 'confider the 
difference of time between rhe Writing of theſe Tuo 
| Epiſtles to the Philippians and Theſſalonians, even Ten 
* Bp. Pearſon. Years *, We may have reafon to believe, the State 
and Condition of the Church of Theſſalonica was not 
the fame with that of Philippi; for this might liave 
had fixed Rulers, and the other not: And which con- 
firms this Conjecture, is, that the Apoſtle inſcribes 
his Epiſtle to the Philippians, [to the Saints in Chriſt Fe- 
fus, which are at Philippi, with the Biſhops and Dea- 
cons ; but makes no mention of any fach Church-Of- 
ficers in the Inſcription of his Epiſtle to the Theſſalo- 
h "10 


But 
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hurt ſuppo ing the Church of Theſſalorica to have 


had its B. ops and Deacons," as well as the Church of 
Philippi, (which is what F. B. affirms ſo confident! 


without doubt, ) J have already ſhew d *, that from 244 * Pag.21. &. 


Inſcription of the Eyiſtle to rhe Philippians, nothing 
can be inferred, that makes for J. B's Opinion; bur 
on the contrary, that either many Biſhops were then 


at Philippi, or t at the Presbyters of the Church of Phi- 


lippi (called Biſhops in the Inſcriptions) were ſubject 
70 the Power and Authority of 4 Superior, who was at 
that” time abſent. Suppoſing then the condition of 
theſe two Churches to be the ſame, (as J. B. ſays) we 
may conclude the ſame thing of them both, in reſped 
to Church-Government. 

Second! dly, From this Text J. B. draws the Argu- 


Az 
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ment * : The Duties here mentioned are ſuch, as * Page 414. 


might be eaſily paid by a particular Chriſtian Church 418. 


to their Paſtors ;- but could never be paid by many 
© Scores or Hundreds of Churches to one Paſtor : 

„For (as F. B. proceeds) how ſhould thoſe eſteem 
him highly for his Works ſake, who. perhaps never 
heard him Preach, and never enjoy d any of his La- 
«* bours 2 How ſhould he admoniſh all thoſe, of whom 
( he ſcarce knows the Ten Thouſandth Man; and to 


„ whoſe Caſe and Converſation he is, for the moſt - 


* part, an entire Stranger. 
And again, from the 24 Tex, he alledges, Heb. 13. 


17. which is a parallel Place, J. B. tells us * to this ef Page 4155 


ect, that © a Biſhop cannot ſo watch over all the Souls 
_ in a numerous Modem Dioceſs, as to give an ac- 
count of them with any Comfort and Hope. Thus 
J. B. Now the Anſwer to theſe Arguments, however 
popular they may be, is very obvious, if we W ill bur 
conſider the following Particulars. 
, It is evident, that the Apoſtles had ſeveral 
Congregations at the ſame time under their Care: 
E Nay, 


* 2Cor41..28. Nay; St. Paul profeſſes , that - the Care of all the 
Churches daily came upon him. The Words in the Ori- 
ginal are very Emphatical, and denote a multipliciry 

| -and Diſtraction of Buſineſs. 1 $T100r adi; An % nad iuęea⸗ 
„ where vad M isn, , If then, the Duties here 
mentioned are ſuch, as might not be eafily paid hy many 

Scores or Hundreds of Churches te one Paſtor, Will not 
F. Bs Objection be as ſtrong againſt St. Paul, or the 
Apoſtles, as againſt a Biſhop of a Dioceſs, who hath 
ſeveral Congregations at the ſame time under his 
Care 2 Where is the diſſerence, and what is the reaſon 

ol. it 2 % | | „ 

ä 2dly,/The Seripture does not ſay, that only the 
Biſhop is to do theſe Offices; or that he alone, with- 
out the help of Aſſiſtants, is to do them: Suppofing 

then, the extent of the Hiaceſ — to any Biſhop, 
be exer ſo large; if there is appointed by the Biſhop 

a ſufficient number of able Miniſters for the ſeveral 
particular Congregations ; all the Offices here men- 
tioned by F. B. may be (I fuppeſe he will nor deny 
it) effectually performed; ſure the Iaſpection and Su- 
perintendency of a Biſhop rightly managed, can be no 
Hinderance or Impedimeat, but rather a mighty En- 
couragement to the Induſtry and Diligence of the ſe- 
veral Miniſters. The Biſhop has it in his Power to re- 
ward them; by his Authority he may countenance 
and defend them from others, and preſerve them in 
Peace and Unity among themſelves.  - 

3d!y, Add to theſe rwo Confiderations this: alfo, 

which at once quite overthrows J. Bs Argument, that 
whatever is done by the feveral Miniſters, appointed 
by the #//Þop to ſerve in the ſeveral Congregations, 
land ut will not be denied, but they may fully farrsfy 
and perform their Duty] may be aſeribed to the Biſhop 
himſelf, and be ſaid ro be done by him; as in an Ar- 
my or Kingdom it happeneth. In an Army, whatever 

| 15 
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is done by an inferior Officer, at the Command and by 
Direction of the General, is always judged to be done 
by the General himſelf : And fo likewiſe in a King- 
dom: All Actions done by any one Subject, or many, 
at the Command of the King, are imputed to the King 
himſelf. The reaſon of all which is plain, becauſe 
both the King and the General, by their Offices and 
Stations are obliged to do ſuch and ſuch things them- 
ſelves ; or, which is tantamount, to ſee them done by 
others: And ſuppoſing the reſpective Duties be done 


as they ought to be done, either by the King, or by 


the General, in their own Perſons, or by others ap- 
pointed by them; who will deny, but that both the 
King and the General are-good, and deſerve all ſuita- 
ble Returns of Eſteem, Reſpe& and Honour from all 
thoſe, who receive Benefit and Advantage from this 
| their Adminiſtration ; and this Method of Admini- 
ſtration muſt be allowed, otherwiſe there cannot be 
any ſuch thing, as a King, or a General. The Ap- 
plication to the preſent Caſe is very obvious. FJ. B. 
then muſt ſhew us out of Scripture, that a Biſbop is 
obliged to do all the Acts of the Miniſterial Function 
in his Dioceſs or Precinct under his Care, in his own 
Perſon, and by himſelf only : Ele his Argument here 
drawn from the Deſcription of the Duties mentioned, 
will not conclude againſt a Dioceſan Biſhop. For ſuch 
a one Labours, he Preaches, he Admonithes by him- 
ſelf, or by others, which is the ſame thing in effect to 
the People; and indeed, in all ſober Reaſon and E- 
quity. And therefore a Dioceſan Biſhop may be efteemed 
highly for his Works ſake, by thoſe who are the Objects 
of his Inſpection and Care, and may expect to give up 
his Account with Comfort and Hope; which is all J. B. 


expects from Bihop and People. 
Ga 75 SECT. 
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Have gone through the ſeveral paſſages of Scrig 
ture produced by F. B. againſt our Opinion, con- 
cerning Biſhops : It now remains, to anſwer the Argu- 
ments J. B. uſes againſt our Opinion, that Timothy 
and Titus were Biſhops, the one of Epheſus, the other 
of Crete. 
Now, againſt our Opinion, F. B. offers theſe fol- 
lowing Arguments. 
Firſt, The Abſtract of their Travels plainly ſhews 
them to have been Evangeliſts, i. e. according to J. As 


page 417. Notion *, Men not confined to any particular Flock 


* or Charge; but deputed by the Apoſtles to plant 
“Churches, or to viſit the Churches that were already 
e planted ; and to give Directions and Orders to thoſe 
« Elders, which they had ſet over them. 

To this Argument we anſwer, that after all theſe 
Travels were finiſhed- (which F. B. gives an Abſtract 
* Page 429. of *) St. Paul appointed Timothy and Titus Biſhops. 
The Abſtract of Timothys Travels, which J. B. 
gives, ends with St. Paul's Arrival at Rome: (For, ſays 
Page 429. he) © Paul took Timothy with him in his Journey to 
* Feruſalem, and ſo to Rome. Now this Arrival at 
Rome, i. e. his firſt Arrival at Rome, beyond which 
St. Luke, in the Alis, does not go, was in the Year 
61. But Timothy (and ſo alſo Titus) were made Bi- 
ſhops in the Year 64, 7. e. three Years afterwards, as 

Annal. Pau- Biſhop Pearſon tells us *. | 
— So that unleſs F. B. does prove, that after the Year 
64, Timothy and Titus were Evangeliſts, his Argument 
drawn from the Alſtract he has given of their Travels, 
is of no force and validity. Had F. B. duly conſider- 
ed this, that 7imothy was made Biſhop of Epheſus three 
Vcars after the account of his and St, Paul s Travels gi- 
= | ven 
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ven us in the Ads, he would not fo often take it for 
granted, that we make 7imothy Biſhop of Epheſus, when 


St. Paul ſent for the Elders from Epheſus to Miletus, Adds 20. 


and Argue againſt it ſo frequently, as he does in his 

Sermon *, from St. Paul's Speech related in that ſame - page 4:9. 
Chapter. It's plain then F. B. miſtakes in all theſe 433, 434- 
Places, and thinks Timothy to have been made Biſhop 

much ſooner than he was, ſo that this Argument from 

the Abſtraft of Timothy s Travels is grounded upon & falſe 


Suppoſition. | „. 
Again, F. B. proves Timothy to have been an Evan- Page 418. 


E becauſe © be i exproſl called ſo, 2 Tim. 4. 5. ds 
eliſt. © 


* the work of an Evang | | 
But be pleaſed to obſerve, this Second Epiſtle was 


written in the Year 67. (i. e.) three Years after Timo- 

thy was made Biſhop of Epheſus *, and therefore after * Annales 
the Abſtract of 7imothy s Travels, from which F. B. pre- Paulini. 
tended before to prove, that Timothy was an Evangeliſt. 

I therefore conclude the word Evangeliſt muſt be taken, 


not in a ſtrict, but large Senſe, to ſigniſie a Preacher of 
the Goſpel *. Otherwiſe let J. B. take the word 8:azoyie* See more of 


in the ſame Verſe, in a ſtrict Senſe, and then it will _ „ ng 
follow, that Timothy was a Deacon, which I am per- ratio tertia 


ſwaded, neither J. B. nor any other conſidering Man de, S ap.G. 
will allow. | | 

Beſides 7imothy had the Power of Ordaining, and lay- 
ing on Hands *, which an Evangeliſt, ſtrictly ſo called, “ 1 Tim. g. 
had not, as Dr. Hammond proves from the Paſſage of- 1 R 
Philip the Evangeliſt, Acts 8. 1 2. 17. This Argument then cicato. 
drawn from the mention of the word Evangeliſt in 2 Tim. 


4. 5. does not avail J. B. any thing, What can he offer 


againſt our Opinion concerning Titus, whom he cannot 
ſhew,to be called an Evangeliſt in any place of Scripture d 
The Second Argument F. B. uſes, 1s *, That St. Paul + Page 430. 


 < muſt have had a very ill Opinion of 7; 3 Fidelity 


Bi ſbop for 


and Care, had he placed him as a fix 
| | | term 
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® term of Life there, if he thought him to need any 
e ſuch carneſt entreaty to abide in a place, that was 
© his ſole Charge and Care. | 

In Anſwer to this, I Demand whether I may not 
with equal Reaſon tell J. B. that St. Pau had a very ill 
Opinion of Timothy s ſenſe of his Duty and Diligence 


* Ep. 4. Ch. in the diſcharge of it, when he * ſo ſolemnly charges 


V, | 


* Verſes. 
* 


* Page 434. 


him before GOD, and the Lord Feſus Chriſt, who ſhall 
judge the Quick and Dead at his appearing, and his King- 
dom, to Preach the Word, &c. And again, to do the 


Work of an Evangeliſt, a Work, which St. Paul, no doubt 


with a good Opinion of his Fidelity and Care,thought 
Timothy (even in F. B's Judgment) duly qualified for, 
and accordingly (as J. B. pretends) was appointed to 
it. So that it is plain, this Argument drawn from the 
Apoſtles earneft Entreaty may very fairly be retorted up- 
on 7. B. and does with equal reaſon prove that St. Paul 
had a very ill Opinion of Timotlry s Fidelity and Care as 
well to do the Office of an Ewvangelift, as that of a 


Biſhop at Epheſus. Beſides St. Paul does not command 


Timothy to abide ſtill at Epheſus, out of ax ill Opinion of 
his Fidelity and Care, or becauſe Timothy needed any 
ſuch earneſt entreaty to abide in a place, that was his ſole 
Charge and Care, as J. B. here pretends, but by this Ex- | 
preſſion St. Paul ſignifies and declares to 7 imothy, that 
whereas Timothy had formerly difcharged the Office of 
an Evangeliſt (preaching the Goſpel every where, be- 
ing not confined to any certain place) he ſhould from 
that time ſettle at Epheſus, and rake upon him the E- 
piſenpal Care and Charge of that Place, which St. Paul 
could not oblige Timothy to do without his confent, 
and therefore he entreats him. 

But fays F. B. Nothing can be more unaccoun- 
table, if he deſigned to leave him entruſted with 
© this ſole Government, than that he ſhould not 


* rake the leaſt notice of him, nor once require the 


«© Elders 


* 
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« Elders to be ſubject to his Authority, and Juriſ- | 
« dition. 

This is one of thoſe Places, wherein (as I have ob- 
ſerved already) J. B. is miſtaken, imagining Timothy“ Page 29, 
was made Biſhop of Epheſus, when St. Paul ſent for the 
Elders from Epheſus to Miletus. But J. B. may ſay, 
this Argument is good againſt us, even upon our own n 
Suppoſition, that Timothy was made Biſhop of Epbe- 
ſus afcerwards in the Year 64: To this we Anſwer, 
That no doubt the Apoſtle, who beſought, (or com- 
manded) Timothy to abide ſtill at Epheſus, and there- 
by appointed this as a fixed Charge to him, did give the 
Elders of that place notice : The very next Year after 
Timothy was thus appointed Biſhop of Epheſus. (i. e.) 
Anno 65 St. Paul wrote his firlt Epiſtle ro Timothy, Annales 
in which his Authority and Juriſdiction. is plainly and Paulini. 
evidently ſet forth. Nay the Verfe, which contains 
the Command or Entreary it ſelf, at leaſt the intimati- 
on of it *, does ſhew one Act of Government commit- » ph. Cha. 
ted to Timothy, the Words are, As I beſought thee to a- 1. ver. 3. 
bide ſtill at Epheſus; when I went inta Macedonia, that 
thou wighteſt charge ſome that they teach no other Dottrine, 
i Cel faced, &c. No doubt 7imothy, if no o- 

ther notice was given before to the Elders of Epheſus, 
produced this Epiſtle as his Commiſſion. | 
But farther, That Timothy in obedience to this Com- | 
mand gr Entreaty of abiding ſtill at Ephefus, did there 1A + 
continue a - time, appears from the ſecond 
Epiſtle written to him by St. Paul in the Year 67 alit- * Annales 
tle before his Martyrdom at Rome, (i. e.) rhree Vears n. 
after Timothy was appointed Biſhop. Nay, that Timothy 
diedrat Epheſus, many Authors reckoned up by Biſhop 
Downham,in his Diſcourſe upon this Subject, do affirm * ; * SeeDefence 
and after Timothy s Death we find a Succeſſion of ſingle NS 
Perſons all along in this See.Polycrates in Euſebius reck- 4. p. gi. 
ons himſelf the Eighth in Succeſſion from Timothy in 
Epheſus. 2  _ 
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The Third Argument F. B. uſes is the Confeſſion of 
tr. ge 432. Dr. Whitby +. Who denies, that Timothy and Titus 
«did take upon them the Churches of Epheſus and Crete, 
« as their fixed Charge and Care, in which they were tg 
e preſrde for term of Life. N 

But beſides that, the Reaſon the Doctor in that Place 
hw Deer + offers, ſeems to be weak, he allows as much as we de- 
face io his ſire, and confirms our Opinion concerning Biſhops in 
Comment on the Propoſition immediately following that which J. B. 
& ia Quotes: It's ſtrange that F. B. ſhould over-look this; 
the Propoſition is, that, if by Biſhops we only under- 
* ſtand Perſons, who had Authority to Ordain and Govern 
the Clergy of their Province, and to exerciſe Acts of 
* Diſcipline and Cenſure over more than one Single Con- 
< gregation, I believe both Timothy and Titus had this 
* Epiſcopal Furiſdiftion, and ſo might properly be ſtiled 
* Biſhops. And afterwards again in the ſame place the 
Doctor ſays, what comes home to the Purpoſe, and fully 
proves our Opinion, 7f we take in the Suffrage of An- 
* tiquity, and conſult them, who were neareſt to the Foun- 
« tain of Church-Government, we fhall find ftill great- 
© er Reaſon to believe, that it was Judrabis A*wroroMinn, an 
* Apoſtolical Ordinance to appoint Biſhops with the chief 
* FTuriſdifttion over Cities, From all which it appears, 
that Dr. Whitby is of our Opinion. As to that ſaying 
of the Doctor's, that © Timothy was not to preſide there 
+ Num. 4. © for term of Life, I have already ſhew'd f that the 
Queſtion between us and the Diſſenters is not᷑ about 
this, beſides J have ſhewed in the foregoing Argument 
that in all probability Timothy died at Epheſus, and was 

Succeeded by ſingle Perſons. n 
I come now to conſider what F. B. offers againſt our 
Opinion concerning Titus, whom we affirm to be Bi- 
t Page 430. And here J. B. ſays, + © that Titus was no fixed Bi- 
&« ſhop of Crete, is manifeſt from the Scriptural Reco 
— : 3 A Ot 
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« of his Travels. To this Argument we give the ſame 
Anſwer we did formerly in the Caſe of Timothy, that 
Titus was appointed Biſhop of Crete, after this Scriptu- 
ral Account of his Travels was ended, even in the Tear 
64 *. It is true, indeed, that Smeftymnws ſays „, Titus was Annal. Pau- 
appointed Biſhop in the Year 46; and if J. B. will follow Ip o, 
Smeclymnus, he mult affirm, that Titus ſtaid after his ap- 
pointment from the Vear 46 to 51,1. 6 V ears at Crete; and 
then 7. B. inſtead of ſaying *, © The very next Year* Page 437 
Paul deſires Titus to come to him to Nicopolis, where 
® he intended to Winter ; muſt correct his. Chronology, 
and ſay, Six Tears afterwards. How little reaſon has 
F. B. to affirm *, that “ all agree, that Titus ſtaid but Page 432. 
one Year at Crete : It's plain, Smefymnws + allows f Mar. loc.ci- 
that Titus ſtaid fix Tears. Smeftymnws, I ſay, to. 
whom F. B. is beholden for all his Arguments, and 
from whom he has tranſcribed without any Acknowledg- 
ment, in a manner almoſt Word for Word, + this Abſtra# oft 2 
Timothy 's and Titus Travels, which makes two Pages * © 
of his Sermon +. I do not believe J. B. tranſcribed this* - ge 429, 
Abſtract, out of an Incapacity, or want of Ability to- 
draw up ſuch an Abſtract of Timothy s and Titus s Tra- 
vels out of Scripture; but he plainly foreſaw, that a 
Reference to the Author Smectymmus, would have put 
the inquiſitive Reader into the way of diſcovering, 
not od 7. B's groſs and palpable diſagreement in 
point of! ſix Years from him, bur alſo F. Bs Unkind- 
neſs, or Injuſtice, in ſaying, Smeftymnws affirmed, 
what he never did affirm ; as it's plain F. B. does, 
when he ſays, © all agree, that Titus ſtaid bur one 
:* Year at Crete. | 
This Interval of Six Years betweenthe Appointment 
of Titus at Crete, and St. Paul's deſiring him ro come 
to him to Nicopolis,Smeftymnws ſets down in the Margin 
of his Book in Figures ; and ſignifies in the Body of + See his Ab. 
his Book, by the Words for a while. Theſe Words [fora sT 
| "ll while] 
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while] Smetymnws (as the defence of the Humble Re- 

J Page 94 monſt rant i. e. an Anſwer to Smeitymnws,obſerves +) made 
| part of the Text. Now I muſt confeſs in the behalf of 
J. H. that upon Reading and Examining this Anſwer, he 

has done Juſtice, and corrected the Error of Smetym- 

ws, putting the Words for a while, in a different Cha- 

* Page 431. racter from the Text. I hope F. B. will be as juſt to 
Sermon. the Text in Ads 20. v. 17. and correct an Error of the 


| + Page 13,14. fame kind, which I obſerved t, he himſelf has been 


Page 409. guilty of in that place *. Bur to return. — 

Page 431. F. B. ought not to fay *, © Tis obſervable, the moſt 

| Hof theſe Travels were after 7ituss being left in Crete. 

F Annal- Pau” We ſay Titus was made Biſhop in the Year 64 +: Now 
3:1 thoſe Epiſtles, to which the Abſtract refers, namely, 


+ Bp. Pearſon. Gal. 2 Cor. were Written in the Year 57 +, z. e. 


Seven Years before Titus was left in Crete. It's 
true, indeed, the ſecond Epiſtle to Timothy (which 

* Ch. 4. v. 10. J. B. quotes, and wherein St. Paul tells Titus was gone 
unto Dalmatia: ) I ſay, this Epiſtle was writ ker: 
wards ; but ſure F. B. will never conclude from hence, 
that Titus was not made Biſhop of Crete. 

* Page 43z: Bur ſays F. B. We never read of his ever return- 
ing thither, 7. e. to Crete. Does it therefore follow, 
Titus did never return? Might not any Perſon argue 
with equal Reaſon [tell me, 7. B.] that the Elders 
ſent for by St. Paul, then at Miletus, from Epheſus, 
did never return; becauſe we never read of their ever 
returning thither? But Biſhop Downham, in the place 


+ Page 31. above-mentioned f, ſhews our of many Authors, that 


Titus died at Crete. I ſhall coaclude this Argument 

+ Hi. Eccl. With the Teſtimony of Euſebius, who tells us F: Ex 
Lib. z. c. 14. © his (z. e. Diſcipulis Pauli) Timotheus quidem E- 
“ pheſinæ Eccleſiæ Epiſcopatum primus accepiſſe dici- 
* tur, quemadmodum etiam Titus Inſulæ Cretæ Ec- 

e cleſiarum, Epiſcopus fuiſſe Memoratur. 2. e. Among ſi 

the Diſciples of Paul, Timothy i ſaid to be the firſt who 


receive 
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received the Biſhoprick of Epheſus ; as Titus alſo zs re- 
corded to have been Biſhop of the Churches of the I and 
Crete. And this Opinion of Exſebius, concerning 
Titus in particular, is confirmed by ſeveral Authors. 
See Whitby s Preface to his Comment on Titus. 

But ſays F. B. 
4 ſuch Dioceſan Biſhops with ſuch a ſole Juriſdiction 
« er many Churches; tis moſt unaccountable, that 
he ſhould never in his Epiſtles to Timothy and Titus, 
« deſcribe their Offices, and the extent of it, and 


mention their diſtinctive Characters; but confound - 


em with their Elders, that are ſuppoſed to be their 
« Subjects, and a part of their Charge. 

I ſhall here tranſcribe the Words of a certain Anony- 
mous Author, in his Brief Account of Ancient Church-Go- 
vernment, &c. which, I think, contain a very parti- 
cular and ſatisfactory Anſwer to this Objection of 
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Had the Apoſtle defigned to leave Page 434 


J. B. Let it be granted (though ſeveral deny it) * Page 185. 


that both the Places in Timothy and Titus ſpeak of 
* the ſame Biſhops, i. e. Inferior Presbyters, the Per- 
* ſons whom Timothy and Titus for the preſent were to 
* Ordain, for the governing thoſe Churches, 2. e. in 
* their own Orb, and in the Functions of a ſingle 


© Prieſt ; as for the Apoſtle's Omiſſion of the Qualifi- 


A cations of the third Church-Officer, the Prelate, 
* that is to be ſer over theſe Biſhops. | 
* Firſt, It is no way requiſite, that the Apoſtle 
* ſhould write to Timothy a Biſhop, any more than of 
* the Choice and Qualifications of ſuch Officers as 
* belonged to his preſent Inſpection and Ordination. 
* Secondly, The Apoſtle deſcribing the requiſite 
* Manners of Church-Officers, and not the differences 
* of their Offices; and theſe Qualities in a Deacon, 
* a Presbyter, and a Biſhop, being much what the ſame, 
* from one deſcribed, rhoſe of the other two, or from 
* two, thoſe of the third may be eaſily known. 
"= Thirdly, 
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* Thirdly, In the Epiſtle to Titus, only the Qualifica- 
tions of a Presbyter are deſcribed, Tit. 1. 7. May we 
<* from it collect, that the Apoſtle would have no Dea- 
* cons in Crete ? 2 * 

“ Fourthly, The Biſhop Prelates, ſuch as were to 
e ſucceed Timothy and Titus in their Offices, are not 
= forgotten neither, nor left without a Rule of their 
particular Duty, ſince the ſame Directions do apper- 
* tain to them, that throughout thoſe Epiſtles are gi- 
ven to thoſe their Predeceſſors, Timothy and Titus. 
Ibey, likewiſe, to lay Hands. ſuddenly on no Men, to 
do nothing by Partiality, to rebuke publickly, &c. 

* Fifthly, But ſince the other Party ſays, that theſe 


things alſo belong to the Presbyrery : How is it, 


- © that the Apoſtle hath given no Charge to the Preſ- 


* Page 416. 


«© bytery concerning them? 
Thus faith this Author. 
J. B. endeavours to ſhew, that Timothy and Titus 


were not Biſhops, by overthrowing the Credit of che 


* Poſtſcripts to the ſecond Epiſtle to 7;mothy, and that 
* to Titus; wherein the one is mentioned as Ordained 
< the firſt Biſhop of the Church of the Ephe/tans, and 
< the latter as Ordained the firſt Biſpop of the Church 


e of the Cretians. We will not inſiſt upon the Autho- 


* Page 417- 


rity of theſe Poſtſcripts, as Canonical Scripture, it be- 


ing a matter queſtioned by Learned Men; though at 


the ſame time we do affirm (and F. B. will not deny 
it) that they are of great Antiquity. 

The only Argument J find remaining in F. B's. Ser- 
mon is this. We never once read in Scripture of 
e thoſe called Elders, or Miniſters of the Goſpel, as 
any part of the Scriptural Biſhops Charge, they are 
«© no where. mentioned as ſubjected to his Authority, 
* or deriving their Miniſterial Power from him, and ex- 
« erciſing it in Subordination to him, as their Supe- 


« rior or Goyernour. Now this Argument I Anſwer 
from 


2 


An Anſwer to J. B's Ordination Sermon. 37 


from J. B's. own Words immediately following — he 
ſays, © the Scriptures do indeed ſuppoſe theſe Scriptu- 
« ral Biſhops, (i. e. in his Senſe, the Miniſters of parti- 
« cular Congregations) to have been under the directi- 
on of the Apoſtles and Evangeliſts, whom they em- 
« ploycd in the Settlement of the Churches they Plan- 
«ted, according to F. B's own Opinion delivered in 
theſe Words the ſeveral Miniſters and Elders, (5. e. as 
he explains it, Scriptural Biſhops) of Epheſus, muſt have 
been under the direction of Timothy, ſuppoſing him to 
have been an Evangeliſt, but I have already thewed Þ t Page 28.29 
that Timothy was no Evangeliſt, and therefore theſe E/ 7 
ders muſt be under him as the Biſhop of Epheſus, F. B. 
muſt therefore prove the Inſufficiency of our Arguments 
to evince, that Timothy was not an Evangeliſt, other- 
wiſe theſe Elders of Epheſus mult be ſubjett unto him, did 
derive their Miniſterial Power from him,and exerciſe it in 
Subordination to him : T think all this is implied in and 
declared unto us by thoſe Directions and Commands 
given to Timothy. Rebuke not an Elder but entreat him 
as a Father. Let the Elders that rule well; be counted 
worthy of double Honour. Againſt an Elder receive not an 
Accuſation, but before two or three Witneſſes. Lay Hands 
ſuddenly on no Man, &c. 1 Tim. Chap. 5. 
But tho I] cannot allow it to be true, which J. B. af- 
firms, that © we never once read in Scripture, &c. as 
T have juſt now recited his Words, yet I muſt confeſs, 
F his reaſon to be obvious, why the Apoſtles, (or 75- » page 418. 
mot hy) Ordained ſeveral Elders, or Biſhops (tho im- Sermon. 
© properly called) in every Church they Planted, nam- 
ly not only for the Benefit of thoſe particular Church- 
es themſelves, but for the ſpeedier Propogation of 
«* Chriſtianity round about em: And eſpecially, that 
there might be in every ſuch Church a Seminary of 
© Paſtors fit to take the Care. of new Churches, when 
the larger difluſion of the Goſpel and Converſion 
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* of Infidels might give proper occaſion to Etrect 
them. | 
But to return. From the Anſwer given to this Argu- 
ment I think, it plainly appears, that J. B. has no rea- 
{on confidently to affirm. * © There is no Evidence in 
the Holy Scriptures of the Apoſtles having left any 
Officers Superior to thoſe Scriptural Biſhops J have 


< deſcribed, entruſted with the ſole Power of Church. 


„Government over ſome Scores, or Hundreds of par- 
< ticular Churches, and with the ſole Power of Ordina- 
tion within that Compaſs and Diſtrict: For (w he 
e proceeds) ſuch a ſole Power of Church-Government 
and Ordination, neither the Apoſtles, nor Evange- 
<« liſts ever Claim d or Exercis d Themſelves, much leſs 
did they Delegate it to any Others, as their Succeſſors 
* therein. J. B. in this place, as in many others, uſes 
the Words ſole Power of Church-Government, and ſole 
Power of Ordination, if F. B. underſtands theſe Ex- 
preſſions, as he explains himſelf, * exclufrvely of Elders 
from both, Church-Government and Ordination, he plainly 
intimates and ſuggeſts a thing, which we never affirm- 
ed concerning either the Apoſtles, or their Succeſſors, 
we allow the Elders to be their Aſſiſtants, and as fuch 
concerned in both Church- Government and Ordina- 
tion f. 


* ——— 


SEC YIL 1 

Mherein J. B's. Reaſons of Non-Conformity ( upon a Sup- 

poſition, that Epiſcopacy, or Superiority of Biſhops a. 

Bode Presbyters was only an Human Conſtitution) are 
particularly propoſed 1 — 4 confidered. 


O ſet this Matter in a clear Light, I ſhall lay 
down theſe feveral Poſitions of J. B. in his own 
Words, as Ne find them Pag. 439, &c. 


Firſt, 


Firſt, F. B. does not deny but that © ſomething may 
« he {aid to juſtifie the lawfulneſs of ſuch a Human 
« Conſtitution from the Practice of the Apoſtles and E- 
« yangcliſts, if Dioceſan Biſhops did claim no other Su- 
« perintendency and Care over the ſeveral Churches in 
their Dioceſes, and over their Elders and Biſhops (i e. 
« in J. B's. Senſe) than the Apoſtles and Evangeliſts 
« did actually exerciſe, and if they left theſe Scriptural 
« Biſhops (i. e. in F. Bs Senſe) in the poſſeſſion of that 
« Power of Governing their own Flocks which the A- 
« poltles themſelves inveſted them in: Let J B. prove 
the contrary againſt Dzoceſan Biſhops. 


Secondly, J. B. ſays * , © Whatever might be ſaid * Page 449. 


from the Practice of the Apoſtles and Evangeliſts, 
© to juſtify the Lawfulneſs of ſuch an Human Conſti- 
« ſtution ; yet that Plea can never oblige us (By what 
Authority does J. B. ſpeak in the Name of all the N. C. 
Miniſters ? ) < to ſubmit to Dioceſan Prelacy. And 
here follows F. B's Reaſons of N. Conformity, which 
I ſhall ſer down in his own Words, and briefly anim- 
advert upon. oO 


The Firſt Reaſon is 9 That Dioceſan Prelacy turns Page 449, 


* all the Churches. of a Dioceſs into one Governd 
Church. I deſire F. B. would expreſs what he means, 
in more clear and plain Words. 

The Second Reaſon is *, That Dioceſan 3 Ibid. 
v engroſſing all Exerciſe of Diſcipline into one H 
*in ſo large a Precinct, deprives Scriptural Biſhops 
* (i.c. Miniſters of private Congregations )of an Eſſential 
* Branch of their Paſtoral Authoriry. Let F. B. prove 
this againſt us. | 

The Third Reaſon is *, That © Dioceſan Prelacy ren- * Ibid. 
ders true Church-Diſcipline an impracticable thing. 
I formerly did t, and do now again, deſire J. B. to t Page 6. 
proye this. 
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4 Page 440. 


* Tbid. 
+ Page 38. 
Sect. 6. 
Page 440. 


＋ Page 2. & 5. ns: 
ck. . call Biſpops, T have all along proved in this Diſcourſe, 
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The Fourth Reaſon F. B. grounds upon, © The 
* woful Corruprions of Diſcipline in the Courts, that 
* arc now entruſted with the Management of it. This 
is a general Accuſation. Let F. B. mention Particu- 
lars, and prove them to be the natural Effect of the 
Conſtitution of our Church by Biſbops. 

The Fifth Reaſon is *, © The ſole power of Ordi- 
nation. To this we have given an Anſwer before +. 
The Sixth Reaſon iss, That *ſuch Terms of Mi- 
* niſterial Communion are impoſed, as would exclude 
* many from that Sacred Office, that are eminently 
qualified for it. The Acknowledgment of B{ops, 
© as a diſtin Order from Prieſts and Deacons, is one 
of the Terms of Miniſterial Communion ; and that 
* in ſuch Expreſſions, as repreſent this to be evident 
* from the Scriptures themſelves. To this Reaſon we 
anſwer : There is no abſolute neceſſity, that all Per- 
ſons eminently qualified for the Sacred Office, ſhould be 
admitted to it; and if ſuch as are eminently qualified 
for the Sacred Office, cannot ſubmit to the Terms of 
Miniſterial Communion ; why may they not ſubmit to 


the Terms of Lay-Communion ? That Biſhops arc a 


diſtinct Order from Prieſts and Deacons, 2. e. abſtract- 
ing from all Niceties and Subtilties of Words, that 
there are ſuch Perſons as we have deſcribed +, and do 


from Scripture. Nor. has J. B. with all his Endeavours 
es he hoped, proved the contrary with ſatisfying Evidence. 


The 
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The Appendix of F. B. conſider' d. 
Hen Ireſolv d to take into conſideration F. Bs 
1 Ordination Sermon, call d the Ofice of a Scrip- 
tural Biſhop, T had no thoughts of meddling 
with the Appendix to ir, becauſe after the moſt ſtrict 
and diligent Inquiry I could nor get the Author, which 
J. B. does in this Appendix undertake to Confute. 
Bur, notwithſtanding this ſo juſt and reaſonable an 
Excuſe, I ſoon altered my Thoughts, and reſolv d with 
my ſelf not to ler paſs this Appendix without ſome Ex- 
amination of, "4; Animadverſions upon it, leſt J. B. 


himſelf, or others ſhould rake an occaſion hence, of 


complaining, that I have not fully anſwered him; at- 
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firming that this Appendix was written * in order to the * Page 


Confirmation of what was offered in the Sermon, the 
Confutation of which I undertook. . 

I cannot pretend to determine, (having never Teen 
the Author De cenſuri Temporum,) whether J. B. hath 
done him Juſtice in the recital of lis Argument at length 


concerning St. James, and in his ſeveral Charges againſt · pig  . 


him,particularly © that of recommending Books, which (J. B. 


* faith* ) do plainly countenance all the Arbitrary Pro- - page 1. 


* ceedings of the late Reigns, or are directly level d againſt 
the Revolution, expreſl ly making it to FA the fame thi 
* with Rebellion. If this Charge of J. B's be true, 1 — 
ingeniouſly confeſs, and do openly and ſolemnly de- 
clare, I do by no means approve of, but ſincerely and 
from my Heart condemn and abhor this Authors Princi- 
ples and the Books which he recommends. I have the 
moſt. intire Affection for the late Revolution, and con- 
Jequently the preſent Government that is (as J. B. truly 
G judges) 


[ | 
| 
| 
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judges) eftabliſhd thereon ; and as I ſhall always re- 
member the the late Revolution with the moſt unfeign- 
ed Gratitude to Almighry GOD, and with all becom- 
ing expreſſions of Honour and Reverence to the Immor- 
tal Memory of the Glorious King WILLIAM, the In- 
ſtrument of it under GOD: So will I never be wanting 
in any inſtance of Love, Honour and true Alleglance to 
Her preſent Majeſty QUEEN ANNE, WHOM 
GOD LONG BLESS AND PRESERVE. 
But to return to J. B. Since his Deſign in this Ap- 
pendix was only to conſider this Author *, © in order to 
the Confirmation of what he offered in his Diſcourſe 
Ito prove, that a Scriptural Biſhop and Elder are the 
* {ame in Ofice as well as Name, and to Anſwer the ws 
Arguments to prove Dioceſan Epiſcopacy which this Au- 
thor inſiſts upon from the New Teſtament, in his Remarks 
on the Book of the late Author, &c.* Methinks it was 
unneceſſary and beſide the Deſign and Buſineſs of J. B. 
to meddle with this Author's Opinion concerning the 
Civil Conſtitution, which gives occaſion to Suſpect, that 
F. B. by firſt ſhewing, that this Author was an Enemy, 
or at leaſt no Friend to the Civil Conſtitution, did intend 
ro Prejudice the well Aﬀetted Reader againſt his Argu- 
ments in the Defence of our Ecclefiaſt ical Conſtitution. 
Why did not F. B. ( to avoid any fuch Suſpicion) in- 
quire for the Book it ſelf, upon which this Author De 
cenſurd Temporum wrote his Remarks + From mine own 
Knowledge and Experience I can declare, it has been 
very common in this City, long before F. B. Printed 
his Diſcourſe concerning the Office of a Scriptural Biſhop. 
Or why did not J. B. over-look this Paſſage reſpect- 
ing the Civil Conſtitution, as impertinent to his pre- 
ſent Deſign; and indeed not properly under his Cog- 
niſance, (tho it juſtly deferves Cenſure, if not ſome- 
ching worſe from others,) and immediately apply him- 
ſelf co the Confutation of his Arguments, which I ſhall 
now 
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now proceed to lay down, and withal to conſider what 
J. B. offers againſt them; I hope neither F. B. nor 
any one elſe will hence conclude, I Favour or Excuſe 
this Author's Principles in reference to the Civil Con- 
ſtution. 

The Firſt Argument this Author uſes in Defence of 
Epiſcopacy is from Acts 20. 28. as FJ. B. himſelf tells 


us *. And here F. B. ſtates this Author s Argument in * 


the Form of a Dilemma, and gives an Anſwer to both 
Parts, to the former Part p. 3, 4. and to the latter 
, 6. 
N 7. B. in this his Anſwer, does only ſum up or repeat 
what he ſaid in his Sermon upon this Text, and upon 
the caſe of Timothy, nor has he added (as I can find) 
any New — : This part then of his Appendix 
I have already Anſwercd in the foregoing Diſcourſe : 
Give me leave to obſerve, that J. B. ſeems to be very 
Fond of his Arguments, ſince he is not contented to 
offer them in his Sermon, bur chuſes an Author, thar 
he might have a ſecond Opportunity of publiſhing 


them to the World; Five Pages of his Appendix are, 


| ſpent in ſumming up and repeating theſe Arguments. 
Part of the 7th Page, and the whole 8th, is ſpent 

in a Deſcant upon the Word Prieſt, occaſioned by the 

bare mention of it in the Authors (De cenſurd Tempo- 


rum) Argument. How critically nice F. B. is upon * 


this Author! The Word Prieſt cannot eſcape without 
a Deſcant of almoſt two Pages. But F. B. does not 
put himſelf to all this Expence of Pains and Trouble, 
and Paper, raſhly, and without ſome wiſe End in 


view : For he tells us *, © IT underſtand not the reaſon * 
5 


* why this Author, and thoſe of his Sentiments,ſhould 
be ſo fond of applying that Name (i. e. Prieſt) to 
the Office of Scriptural Elders, or Biſhops (in J. B's 
* Senſe) that is never once uſed there; eſpecially 
when it carries ſo dangerous a Sound. And here he 
35 G 2 | ſpeaks 
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ſpeaks of the Doctrine of the Romifh Church, concern. 
ing the Maſs being a Propitiatory Sacrifice ; and the 
Prieſthood of Chriſt, that cannot paſs from one to another; 
and ſo admits no Succeſſor in it. Again F. B. tells 
us, This Name can be no way proper to diſtinguiſh 
* theſe Scriptural Elders, or Biſhops, from the Flocks 
* or Congregations, that joyn with em in theſe Spiri- 
* tual Oblations of Prayer and Praiſe. And agaiy, 
* Becauſe miſapplied Names do often help to confound 
true Notions of things. I ſuſpect F. B. would by 
all this, obliquely inſinuate, that this Author, and 
thoſe of his Sentiments (i. e. who commonly uſ2 the 
Word prieſt in Diſcourſe or Writing) do ſymbolizc 
with the Papiſts, invade the Prieſthood of Chriſt. But 
I ſee no reaſon, why we may not uſe the Word Prieſſ, 
+ Vide Min- ſince Prieſt +, cum cognatis eſt per Sincop. ex lat. Presby- 
men duttor rer, a Grac, mgwpsry& Which is often uſed in Scrip- 
voc. Prieſt. ture: i. e. Prieſt is a contraction of Presbyter. 
Add to this, what the Learned Selden hath obſer- 


+ Lib. de Sy- ved: I ſhall tranſlate his Words. © Neither in the 


8 Law, or Canon, or any other Writing ſet forth by 
2 © © Publick Authority, as far as I know, is the Word 
. ©. Presbyter, as Engliſh, us d; before the publick 
Engliſh Liturgy unhappily ſent to Scotland, for the 
* Publick Uſe, in the Year 1637 ; in which Presbyter 
is put in the room of Prieſt or Miniſter : The Edi- 
tors undoubtedly expecting (though it happened 
e otherwiſe) hereby to pleaſe thoſe there, who were 
better affected to the Presbyterian Diſcipline (as 
they call d it) or Conſiſtorial; and to make the E- 
dition more acceptable to them. * 

Again, F. B. diſlikes * that © Title of Clergy, as im- 

<« properly ehoſen to diſtinguiſh theſe Scriptural El- 
« ders or Miniſters from thoſe they call the Laity ; 
for that Title is common to every Chriſtian Church, 


as J. E. ſhews from 1 Pet. 5. 3. To this I ſhall mſg 
| this 
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this Reply *, © Clerus eſt conſortium virorum Spiri- 11 
© tualium, qui voce clero utitur D. Petrus pro gregis RT 
© Dominici portione, quæ obyenir unicuiq; paſtori, voc.Clergy. 
prout quemq; Spiritus Sanctus, præfecit. Poſtea 
«* ramen (reſte Hieron. lib. de vita Cleric ad Nepo- 
« tian) intellecta hxc vox eſt de cætu Sacerdotum 
« arq; paſtorum, quo. ipſi ſint Dei ſors quædam pecu- 
« ltaris : 1. e. Clergy is a company of Spiritual Mey. 
St. Peter uſes the Word to fignify a part of the Flock o 
God, the Lot of that Paſtor whom the Holy Ghoſt hath 
made their Overſeer : But afterwards (as Jerom witneſ- 
ſeth, &c.) the Word was appropriated to the whole num- 
ber of Prieſts and Paſtors, becauſe they are the peculiar 
Lot of God. — And the fame Author tells us, that this 
Word Clergy does frequently occur in our Law. Cer- 
tainly the Authority of thoſe who made our Laws, 
and the conſtant uninterrupted Uſage of Time, is a 
more ſolid Argument to prove, that the Zitle of Clergy 
is not improperly choſen to diſtinguiſh Miniſters, or Scrip- 
rural Elders, from thoſe they call the Laity, than any 
thing F. B. can ſay, and particularly what he has occa- 
fronally (as he ſays Juggeſfed becauſe miſapplied Names 
do often help to confound the true Notions of Things. © 
The Second Argument this Author uſes in Defence 
of Epiſcopacy, is, the Inſtance of St. James the Biſhop 
of Jeruſalem. F. B. recites the Argument at length *, Pag, 10,7. 
in Juſtice to the Author, as he ſays*. I cannot de- Page 11. 
termine, whether he has been juſt ro the Author in his 
Recital, nor can J judge whether F. B. hath argued 
fairly againſt him, having not ſeen his Remarks: I 
hope therefore, F. B. will be fatisfied, and acknow- 
ledge, T have done as much as could be expected from 
me in this caſe, if I ſhew, Fir/t, the Reaſons which 
make us believe that James was Biſhop of © Feruſalem ; 
and, Secondly, Anſwer whatever Arguments F. B. here 
offers Spit this our Opinion. 2 5 
5 | | Our 
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Our Firſt Reaſon is, the Teſtimony of many Ancient 
Writers and Hiſtorians, whoſe Credit and Authority 
have never been diſputed. I ſhall not trouble the 
Reader with a Recital of their particular Teſtimonies, 
bur refer him to Bp. Downham, who reckons up + theſe 
ſeveral Authors ; and in expreſs Words gives their Te- 
ſtimonies, that Fames was Biſhop of Jeruſalem. The 
Authors Names, in the Order the Bi/hop places them, 
are, Jerome, Euſebius, Clemens Alexandrinus, Hegefip- 
pus, (who was near the Apoſtles Times) Euſelbius a. 
gain, Ruffinus, Epiphanius, Chryſoſtom, Ambroſe on the 
Epiſtle to the Galatians, Dorotheus, Auguſtine, and the 
General Council of Conſtantinople. Now I appeal to 
the Judgment of any impartial conſidering Man, whe- 
ther the cocurring Teſtimonies of all theſe Perſons 
ought not in all reaſon to outweigh any particular O- 
pinion, or Fancy of F. B's, without Offence I may, I 
think, ſo call it, ſince J. B. allows, there is no Evidence 
of it in the H. Scripture, T add in the Writings of An- 
cient Hiſtorians : © We may eaſily (ſays F. B.) ac- 
count for the Ancient Writers calling St. James Biſhop 
* of Jeruſalem, becauſe they ſuppoſed him conſtant 
« Preſes, or Moderator of the Council of Presbyters 
there, and though there is no Evidence of this in 
* H. Scripture. I thought J. B. reſolved to confine 
himſelf to the Holy Scriptures; at leaſt, J always in 
Charity believed, F. B. would be fo juſt to the Ancient 


Writers, as not to impoſe upon the World a thing for 


their Suppoſition, of which there is no Evidence in their 
Writings. F. B. may perhaps ſnew, what, I muſt con- 
feſs, I cannot find, that the Ancient Writers ſuppoſed 
St. Jamcs to be the conſtant Prefes, or Moderator of the 
Council of Presbyters. They all expreſly call St. James 
Biſhop of Jeruſalem © Let J. B. ſhew, that by this they 
only underſtood a Præſes, or Moderator in J. Bs Senſe. 


8 eoond, ly , 
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Secondly, As another Reaſon for our Opinion, that 

St. James was Biſhop of Jeruſalem, T ſhall offer what 
we may very fairly and juſtly infer from the H. Scrip- 
tyre, concerning this matter. 

I., We may conclude from Acts 15, compared with 

Cal. 2. 9. that the Apoſtles mentioned +, were James, t 
Peter and John : For the reſt were diſperſed through- 

out the World 7. 
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Acts 15. 6. 


+Poo!'sSynop- 


24ly, That theſe Elders met at St. James's Houſe, ſis criticor. 


Ads 21. 18. ; | 
34ly, That St. James ſpoke laſt in this Aſſembly, 
whercfore my Sentence is, Acts 15. ver. 19. i. e. ac- 


cording to St. Chryſoftom + © with Authority ſay this, t Whitly in 
and this Determination of the Queſtion was made loc. | 


by James, ( faith Chriſoſtom,) becauſe he had the Go- 
« yernment committed to him. From all which we 
may conclude, that St. James had ſome Authority, 
we fay, that of a Biſhop, and we produce the Teſti- 
monies of many Authors, J. B. ſays only that of a 
Moderator, and produces no Teſtimony, but what he 
calls an 7ugenious Conjecture of Mr. Baſnage* , that * 
© this early Preſidency of. one as Biſhop in the Bench 
* of * (for Orders ſake, as he ſays above) 
* has its rife from the management of the Jewiſh Sy- 
* nagogues. I wonder J. B. will offer that as an Ar- 
gument, which he himſelf acknowledges to be only an 
Ingenious Conjecture, eſpecially when Selden, whom 
all the World acknowledges to be moſt Converſant in 
{Jewiſh Learning, gives a direct Teſtimony to the con- 
trary ; the Paſſage being Remarkable, I ſhall take the 
lame Liberty J. B. has done with Mr. Baſnage, and 
write it at length +. © Verum quidem eſt Synedria fo-t 
* renſia judæorum omnimoda, intra Judæam, Presby- , 
* terij (qua Presbyterorum Collegium illo denotatur) 
nomine recte vocari potuiſſe, cum ſcilicet ex Preſ- 
* byteris, corumq; numero certo, juxta ante oſtenſa, 


con- 
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Synedriis, . 


P. 332. 
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* conſticerint illorum Univerſa, no» itidem Synagoga; 
** Proſeuchas, Scholas, in quibus Collegia cjuſmodi 


* neutiquam reperta. Cum igitur ſemel tantum in 
Novo Teſtamento, idque non ſine lectione, & ſenſu 


ſatis dubio occurrat vox Presbyterij, etiam & Pref. 


* bytcrorum Chriſtianorum mentio expreſſa illic per. 
quam rara fit, dicendum porius - videtur, Presbyte- 
rum aliquem unicum (qui velut Archiſynagogus 
e eſſet) aut plures, ut res locuſq; variatim poſtulayir, 
Doctrinæ cauſa, per Eccleſias Chriſtianas, tunc con- 
* ſtirutos admiſſoſq; quam Presbyterorum Collegia 
* ſeu Presbyteria aliqua per ſe formata, &c. In 
which the moſt Learned Antiquary Se/dex plainly de. 
nies, that there was ever in the Jewiſh Synagogues 
any ſuch thing as a ſtared Council of Presbyters; 
only one Presbyter, or more, as occaſion required, 
to Teach and Inſtruct. And by the by, let me ob- 
ſerve, that rhe Fewiſß Synagogues were the ſame with 
our Churches, in which we meet to worſhip God. 
Let FJ. B. then prove, (what he himſelf allows * there 


is no Evidence of in the H. Scripture, that © a ſtated 


« Preſidency for Orders fake, in the (Conſeſſus *. 
* byterij) Council of Elders in every Church was the 
« Fpiſcopacy that obtain d, when the Characters of 
„ Biſhop and Elders came firſt to be diſtinguiſhed (as 
A 3 own they were in Ignatius s time, if the 
« Fpiſtles aſcribed to him be Genuine. ) | 

proceed now to conſider the Arguments J. B. of- 
fers againſt our Opinion, that St. James was Biſhop of 
Jeruſalem. 1558 

Firſt, F. B. ſays , If this James were Brother of 
« our Lord, and not the Son of. Alpheus, (_Baſnage, 
whom J. B. calls a Learned Antiquary, makes theſe 


+ Baſnageex-rwo to be one and the ſame Man +.) © how comes 
erct. ad an. c then our Author to degrade St. James from 


44. num. 36. 


his Apoſtolical Dignity, to make'a Dioceſan Biſpop 
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« of him? And how ridiculous is the Compariſon he 
here makes on this Occaſion, between the Power 
* of an Apoſtle, and that of an ordinary Biſhop in his 


* own Dioceſs ? In another place J. B. expreſles * Page 417. - 
this Argument thus: © They as little conſulted Sermon. 


(ſpeaking of thoſe who call d Peter Biſhop of Rome, 
and James Fiſhep of Jeruſalem) © the extent of their 
“ Apoſtolical Office and Dignity, as, in our Modern 
Language he would conſult the Dignity of a Dice. 
«* an Prelate, that ſhould entitle him the Curate of 1 
Country Village. J. B, when I find; you reaſoning 
in ſuch a manner as this, I profeſs. you almoſt provoke 
my Patience. Suppoſe St. James was Biſhop of Jeru- 
alem, did he thereby loſe the Office of an Apoſtle ? 
Might he nor ſtill have had, nay, had he not the Li- 
betty and Power of exerciſing the Office of an Apoſtle 
in any other place elſe 2 Was it any Diminution of, 
or did St. Paul and St. Peter little conſult the extent of 
their Apoſtolical Office and Dignity, when the one wear 
to the Gentiles, and the other to their ems? Still they 
are Apoſtles :, And a Biſhop may be ſtill * and 
very Well conſult the extent of his Epiſcopal Office and 
Dignity, though he Preach d in a City or Country 


* 
Vi 488. To {er F. B. right in this matter, I ſhall here 


tranſcribe what Bp. Downham ſays +: © The Apoſtles, Def, &c lib. 
* who by our Saviour were indefinitely e to © . P. 52. 


n G5 all the World, by the Direction of the Holy 
Ghoſt, before their Diſperſion from Jeruſalem, divi- 
ded the World among e in ſuch ſort, chat 
* one being aſſigned to one part, and another to ano- 
"ther; eyery Man walked within his own Compaſh, 
and according to his on Canon or Rule; and did 
* not uſually Puild upon the Foundation of another, 
nor enter one into anothers Labours. 


The Second Argument J. B. uſes, is * : © If St. Fames * Pie 18. 


* had been inveſted with ſuch a diſtin Office, it 
| "1. would 
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the Power 0 
the Keys. 
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* would have been a very unaccountable Omiſſion in 
* the Inſpired Hiſtorian, to take no notice of this 
bright Character and diſtinguiſhing Dignity of his, 
„(to ſpeak in the Authors Strain.) And after- 
wards * ſpeaking againſt Dr. Hammond 's Opinion, 
concerning theſe Elders, F. B. fays : © This makes 
St. Luke guilry of the ſame Fault in dropping 
St. James s diſtinguiſhing Title of Metropolitan. 
Really I begin to be weary of this your way of Rea- 
ſoning: Why did St. Luke take no notice of this Bright 
Character, hi Diſtinguiſhing Title? Why did he drop 
St. James Diſtinguiſſing Title of Preſes, or Modera- 
tor of the Council of Presbyters *. 
1 muſt confets, I am unwilling to remark upon 
Mr. Hales of Eaton, out of a Deference and Reſpect 
to his worthy Character, upon many Accounts: But 
J muſt ſay, that F: B. ſeems to have acted without 


Judgment, in quoting this Author in the preſent 


Controverſy ; (1 ſuppoſe J. B. has not read all his 
Writings, and ſo Ignorance may be pleaded by him 
as an Excuſe.) Certain it is, that Mr. Hales is of O- 
pinion, that not only Biſpops, but alſo Presbyters and 
Miniſters are not of Divine Tnſtiturion, but alrogether 
by Human Conſtitution, as will eaſily appear to any one 


+ Treatiſe of that reads his Anſwer to the 2d. Query +: A thing fo 


notorious this, that this Treatiſe, as well as that of 
Schiſm, out of which J. B..cites. this memorable 
Paſſage, and recommends to the Author's (De cenſuri 
Temporum) Conſideration, are now Reprinted in 80, 
and added to the Second Defence of the Rights of the 
Chriſtian Church) a Book molt Dangerous and Perni- 
cious) that (ſays the Publiſher to the Reader) © The 
* World may ſee, that the Author of that Book is not 
© ſo fingular in his Opinions, as ſome have repreſented 
* him. Why then will F. B. inſiſt upon the Teſtimo- 


ny of a Man in this Point, who is againſt the Divine In- 


ſtitution 
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ſtitution of Presbyters as well as Biſhops ? Sure F. B. 
does not agree with Mr. Hales in Opinion, concern- 
ing the Inſtitution of Presbyters. 

Yet though Mr. Hales is of Opinion, that Js 1 s 
are not of Divine, but Human Inſtitution, I —_ 
J. B. to conſider, what the ſaid Author ſays in the 
Words immediately going before this his Quotation +. t Treatiſe og 
„Though in regard of Religion it ſelf, it matters 
not whether there be one, or more Biſhops in the ſame 
Pioceſs; yet it being a thing very convenient for 
the Peace of the Church, to have it ſo, neither doth 
* it any Way ſavour of Vice and Miſdemeanour : Their 
*« Puniſhment ſleeps not, who unneceſlarily and wan- 
* tonly go about to infringe it. | 
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